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SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL 
PROCESS 


THURSDAY, MAY 28, 1953 


Unrrep States SENATE, 
SupcoMMI?Trere To INvestTiIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
oF THE INTERNAL Securtry Act AnD Oruer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE J UDICTARY, 
Washington, Dp. 6. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 10:45 a. m., in room 
112, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Cuamrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the first witness today will be Dr. 
Markham, 

The Cuatrman. Dr, Markham, will you stand to be sworn to 
testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mrs. Markuam. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DR. HELEN WENDLER DEANE MARKHAM, ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HER ATTORNEY, OLIVER S. ALLEN, BOSTON, MASS. 


Mr. Morrts. Mr. Chairman, Dr. Markham has been recalled be- 
cause after our hearing with Dr. Markham in Boston the committee 
was able to do some research work and they find that they have more 
questions to put to her in connection with activities in the Communist 
Party. For that reason she is being called back here today. 

Dr. Markham, were you in February 1945 a member of the Thoreau 
branch of the Communist Political Association ? 

The CuairmMan, Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with counsel before responding to the question. 

Mr. Morris. That is T-h-o-r-e-a-u. 

Mrs. Marxnam. Mr. Jenner, it seems to me this committee is going 
far down the road to tyranny if I cannot consult with counsel. 

The Cuamrman. You may consult with counsel but, Dr. Markham, 
when the question is put to you we want your answer and not your 
attorney’s answer, and we want you to request permission to confer 
with counsel. 
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Mrs. Marknam. Yes, sir. May I confer with counsel? 

The CHairman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel. ) 

Mrs. Marxuam. Mr. Morris, this question is really a repetition, it 
appears to me, of about 20 questions which were placed to me in 
Boston, and I repeat the answer that I gave in Boston, that under 
the circumstances of this investigation I decline to answer that ques- 
tion upon the grounds that an answer that I might give might tend 
to incriminate me. 

The Cuairrman. Under the fifth amendment of the Constitution? 

Mrs. Markxuam. Including the common-law privileges that have 
existed for hundreds of years, as well as that privilege which was 
included in the Constitution in the fifth amendment. 

The CHairnman. We recognize, of course, the fifth amendment, as 
your attorney knows. 

Mr. ALLEN. May it be understood that in the event that Dr. Mark- 
ham declines to answer any further questions, that one ground upon 
which she declines, unless otherwise specified, is that the answer 
might tend to incriminate her, claiming her rights under the fifth 
amendment of the Constitution of the United States? 

The Cuarrman. Correct, sir. 

Mr. Auten. And if she uses the simple phrase “I decline,” will 
that be understood by the committee to have the meaning of incorpo- 
rating all her rights under the fifth amendment of the Constitution ? 

The Carman. Yes, Mr. Allen; and the record will so show. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Markham, did you recently deny to Harvard au- 
thorities that you had been a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Markuam. May I consult? 

The Cuaimrman. Yes; but again, Mr. Allen, please let the witness 
request permission to consult. We want her answer instead of yours. 

Mr. Auten. You may rest assured that they will be her answers. 
They have been in Boston and they will be her full answers here. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Allen, do we have your full name? 

Mr. Atien. I have given it to the reporter. 

The CHarrman. The full name of the attorney is Oliver S. Allen. 
He is of Boston, Mass. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. Well, that is a very complex question, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. It seems simple in import. 

Mr. Auten. The witness he as not answered, Mr. Morris. 

Mrs. Marknam. It seems to me that it has two components, and the 
first component is that it appears to me to be retaliating at Harvard 
University because they decided to retain me, and I think that any 
conversations that I have had with anyone at Harvard are irrelevant 
to the purposes that this committee was set up for by the United 
States Senate, and they cannot lead to gaining information for the 
formulation of legislation. But, because of the double nature of that 
question, I must decline to answer it upon the grounds that my answer 
might tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Senator, m: iy I just relate my question to the whole 
scope of the investigation ? 

It has been the observation of the staff of the Internal Security Sub- 
committee that people who have been identified before our committee 
as Communists, and who have in turn, when called before the com- 
mittee, invoked their privileges under the fifth amendment, when 
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asked about the particular evidence, almost invariably when going 
back to their universities have denied membership to the individual 
college president or members of the faculty. That has been the con- 
stant practice of people in the category that I have described, and 
we want to find out whether this particular witness in dealing with 
her university, adhered to the pattern of the other people that have 
appeared before us, and it was for that reason that I asked the 
question. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Markham, were you in February 1947, a member 
of the Back Bay branch of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Markuam. Mr. Morris, this is another repeat of this question, 
intended to create a great innuendo about me, and I decline to answer 
that question upon the grounds that my answer might tend to incrimi- 
nate me. 

Mr. Morris. You understand, Dr. Markham, that if you were not 
a member of the Back Bay branch of the Communist Party, and you 
put that into the record, there would be nothing about the answer that 
would incriminate you unless it were not true, is that not so, Dr. 
Markham ? 

The Cuatrman. Let the record show that the witness is conferring 
with counsel before responding to the question. 

(The witness ae with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markxuam. I decline to answer that question, because of the 
inferences in it. 

The CnarrmMan. Just a moment. When you say that you decline 
to answer because of the inferences; what do you mean ? 

Mrs. Marxuam. Under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Auven. I think that we have that understanding already. 

The CratrMan. She said that she declined because of the inferences. 

Mr. Auten. We have the understanding that when she says “I 
decline,” one ground is her rights under the fifth amendment, unless 
otherwise specified, 

Mr. Morris. Now, in 1948, were you a member of the faculty branch 
of the Communist Party, in charge of collecting Communist Party 
dues ¢ 

Mrs. Markuam. May I consult with counsel? 

The CramrmMan. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markiam. Well, I continue to decline, upon the same basis 
that I have in the past. 

Mr. Morris. You recognize, Dr. Markham, that these are not the 
same questions that were put to you in Boston ¢ 

Mrs. Markxuam. Not identical, but, nevertheless, the same innuendo. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. Now, during the year 1946 and 1947 were Communist 
meetings held at your home at 103 Queensbury Street in Boston? 

Mrs. Markuam. Mr. Morris, I continue to decline to answer ques- 
tions relating to my possible political affiliations, for the reasons 
previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. When you say “political affiliations,” you mean affilia- 
tions with the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. MarKHAM. Possible affiliations. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mr. Morris. In March 1951, were you made secretary-treasurer of 
the Harvard faculty branch of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Markuam. I decline to answer that question on the grounds 
that my answer might tend to incriminate me, 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mr. Morris. On the evening of October 27, 1952, did you collect 
$10 in Communist Party dues and turn it over to the Communist 
Party treasury ? 

Mrs. Marknuam. Well, I certainly decline to-answer a question about 
some date. What do I know what I was doing on October 10? 

Mr. Morris. Did you ever collect Communist Party dues, Dr. 
Markham ¢ 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

The Cuatmman. If she cannot remember, she can so state. 

Mrs. Marxuam. I decline. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a member of the Boston-Cambridge 
branch of the American Association of Scientific Workers? 

Mrs. MarknamM. As in Boston, Mr. Morris, I decline to answer that 
question. 

Mr. Morris. Did Prof. Harlow Shapley, of Harvard University, 
offer you the paid job of executive secretary of the New England 
branch of the National Council of Arts, Sciences, and Professions, 
in January 1949? 

Mrs. Markuam. I would like to consult with counsel on that. 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. I decline to answer that question. 

The Cuarrmman. Let the record be carried forward as to why she 
declines to answer. 

Mr. Morris. And did you give as a reason for refusing to take that 
job the fact that you were a member of the executive board of the 
Massachusetts Division of the Arts, Sciences, and Professions ? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you contribute to the Struik defense committee ? 

Mrs. Marxuam. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. That is Professor Struik. You understand who he is. 
Were you a sponsor of the Paul Robeson concert on June 2, 19514 

Mrs. Markuam. I didn’t hear that question, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a sponsor of the Paul Robeson concert in 
Boston on June 2, 19! 51% ¢ 

Mrs. Marknam. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Did you sign a telegram to Judge Medina, protesting 
his behavior in the Communist trials in New York in June of 1949? 

Mrs. Marknam. May I consult with counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. Well, like the other questions, Mr. Morris, this is 
one that is trying to create a link that might possibly lead to some accu- 
sation against me, and I decline to answer on the grounds given before. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know an Ignatz Zlotowski, and that is spelled 
Z-|-0-t-o-w-s-k-i ? 

Mrs. Markxuam. Who is this person? 
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Mr. Morris. Well, if you do not know him, that answers the ques- 
tion, Dr. Markham. 

Mrs. Marxuam. Well, may I speak to Mr. Allen? 

The Ciarrman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Marknam. Certainly, as of this moment, Mr. Morris, I don’t 
remember knowing such a person. 

Mr. Morris. Now, did you handle the arrangements for the recep- 
tion for Madame Joliot Curie in Boston-Cambridge at the Harvard 
Faculty Club in March or April of 1948? 

Mrs. Marxiam. Well, I decline to answer that question. 

The Cratrman. Let the record be carried forward as to the reason 
for declining to answer. 

Mr. Morris. Now, can you remember attending a meeting of the 
Boston-Cambridge branch of the American Association of Scientific 
Workers and, after the meeting, adjourning and having a further 
meeting with one Irving Michaelson and Leo Hervich, in Boston, in 
May of 1946? ¢ 

Mrs. Markiram. I decline to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, are Hervich and Michaelson mem- 
bers of the Communist Party of Boston ? 

Mrs. Markuam. May I speak to Mr. Allen? 

The Cuamman. You may. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. I decline to answer that question. 

The Cuairnman. Have you further questions? 

Mr. Morris. I would like to read to Dr. Markham one sentence from 
the statement issued by the Harvard Corp., on May 19, 1953, and that 
is the conclusion: 


Dr. Markham is not and never has been a member of the Communist Party 


I would like to ask Dr. Markham if that is a true conclusion ? 

Mrs. Marxian. I decline to answer that question. There are other 
sentences in that, however, which are very interesting, I think. 

Mr. Morris. Would you like to have those go into the record, Dr. 
Markham / 

The Caiman. We will put the whole article in the record if you 
like. 

Mr. Aten. May I suggest that you put the entire Harvard state- 
ment into the record? Tthink that it is very pertinent, Senator. 

The Cuairman. I think that it is pertinent. It may go in and be- 
come a part of the record. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 

[From the Boston Post, May 20, 1953 


HARVARD CORPORATION STATEMENT ON THREE TEACHERS 


STATEMENT BY THE HARVARD CORPORATION IN REGARD TO ASSOCIATE PROF, WENDELL 
H, Furry, TEACHING Frettow Leon J. KAMIN, AND ASSISTANT Pror, HELEN 
DEANE MARKHAM 


WENDELL H. FURRY, ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF PHYSICS 


On February 26, 19538, Dr. Furry appeared before the un-American Activi- 
ties Committee of the House of Representatives (the “Velde committee’) in 
response to a subpena. Before his appearance, other witnesses had testified that 
Dr. Furry was a member of the Communist Party during 1988 and 1939. 


24259°—h3—pt. 11 2 
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At the hearing Dr. Furry invoked the fifth amendment to the Constitution 
f the United States and refused to answer questions as to his present or past 

membership in the Communist Party and related matters, on the grounds that 

uswering such questions would tend to incriminate him. Immediately after the 
hearing he released to the press a statement in which he said he was not now 
a member of the Communist Party and had no personal knowledge of whether 
or not there is any Communist Party activity at Harvard or anywhere else at 
the present time. 

On his own initiative, he later mailed to the chairman of the committee an 
affidavit, and on April 16 he testified a second time before the committee. The 
substance of the affidavit and second testimony together is that since at least 
March 1, 1951, Dr. Furry has not been a member of the Communist Party and 
knows of no organized Communist activity at Harvard since that date. He con- 
tinued to invoke the fifth amendment on all other questions as to his connection 
with the Communist Party prior to that date. 

We have approved the principle, announced by Provost Paul H. Buck, that no 
general rule will be applied to cases in which members of our teaching staff 
invoke the fifth amendment, but that each case will be decided on its merits after 
full and deliberate consideration of the facts and issues involved, 

We have studied the transeript of the committee hearing. A special com- 
mittee of our members has interviewed Dr. Furry and his colleagues. Dr. Furry 
has been afforded a hearing before the full corporation. Throughout this proce- 
dure we discussed the case fully with the faculty advisory committee selected in 
December 1952 and appointed in January 1953. 


Joined Reds in 1938 


In the course of this procedure further information about Dr. Furry has come 
to our attention, including statements made to us by Dr. Furry himself. We have 
used our best judgment in weighing the credibility of such statements and be- 
lieve that the following are the pertinent facts: 

Dr. Furry came to Harvard in 1934. He joined a small group of the Com- 
munist Party at Harvard in 1938, because he felt it provided the most effective 
leadership in aiding the Spanish Loyalists in combating nazism. He remained a 
member until 1947. 

During his membership Dr. Furry participated in activities which were secret 
or deceptive in varying degrees. These included an endeavor by his group to 
dominate the local branch of the teachers’ union, Dr. Furry’s acting as an officer 
in the American Association of Scientific Workers without disclosing his mem- 
bership in the Communist Party, and several instances velunteered by Dr. 
Furry of his furnishing incomplete or false information to Government investi- 
gating agencies. 

In one instance in particular, he told an investigating agent in 1944 that he 
had no reason to believe an applicant for a position for classified Government 
work had been a member of the Communist Party, although Dr. Furry knew the 
applicant had been a member. 

During 1947 Dr. Furry dropped out of the Communist Party because of the 
increasing violence and untruth of its propaganda and its growing hostility to 
the United States. He continued as late as 1950 to lend his name, with little 
or no investigation, to statements for causes in which the Communist Party was 
interested, though he believed that the content of his statements was meritorious. 
Since 1950 even that activity has ceased. 


Teaching of “high quality” 


Dr. Furry’s teaching is of high quality and has reflected no Communist slant, 
nor has he ever engaged in recruiting students for the Communist Party or in 
attempting to influence their political thinking. He has been described to us 
by those who know him intimately as overconscientious to the point where he 
becomes entangled in a dilemma when two of his ideals conflict, so that he has 
great difficulty in deciding which ideal he should follow. 

The action we may take in such a case as Dr. Furry’s is governed by the 
following language of the third statute of the university. 

“All officers of instruction are subject to removal by the corporation only 
for grave misconduct or neglect of duty. Subject to the foregoing, professors 
and associate professors are appointed without express limitation of time unless 
otherwise specified. All other officers of instruction are appointed for limited 
terms and their connection with the university ceases at the end of the term 
unless they are reappointed.” 
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Since we have no evidence of neglect of duty, our problem is to determine 
whether the facts set forth above show conduct on Dr. Furry’s part which 
umounts to grave misconduct. 

We would regard with the gravest concern the presence on our teaching staff 
today of a person who is now under the domination of the Communist Party. 
We think membership in the Communist Party by a faculty member today, with 
its usual concomitant of secret domination by the party, goes beyond the realm 
of his political beliefs and associations. It cuts to the core of his ability to 
perform his duties with independence of thought and judgment. 

By the same token, it is beyond the scope of academic freedom. In the ab 
sence of extraordinary circumstances, we would regard present membership 
in the Communist Party by a member of our faculty as grave misconduct, jus 
tifying removal. 


liding friends no excuse 


We deplore the use of the fifth amendment by a member of our faculty. In 
the first place we think full and candid testimony by all teachers would disclose 
that there is little Communist activity today in educational institutions. But, 
more important, the use of the fifth amendment is in our view entirely inconsistent 
with the candor to be expected of one devoted to the pursuit of truth. 

It is no excuse that the primary purpose of its use is to protect one’s friends, 
or to express one’s feeling that congressional committees are bypassing the con 
stitutional safeguards of due process of law, or to avert a danger of prosecution 
for perjury in case one’s testimony should later be contradicted by the false 
testimony of others. 

Furthermore, since we are not conducting a criminal trial, we will not shut 
our eyes to the inference of guilt which the use of the fifth amendment creates 
us a matter of common sense. Hence, the use of the fifth amendment by a 
member of our teaching staff within the critical field of his possible domi 
nation by the Communist Party, makes it necessary in our judgment for us to 
inquire into the full facts. We regard it as misconduct, though not necessarily 
grave misconduct. 

The facts available to us indicate that Dr. Furry is not now under the domi 
nation of the Communist Party. He has not been active in the Communist 
Party since 1947. He has stated under oath to the Velde committee that he is 
not now, and has not recently been, a member of the Communist Party. He has 
at no time permitted his connection with the party to affect his teaching, nor 
has he attempted otherwise to influence the political thinking of his students 

If it were not for the incident in which Dr. Furry gave false information to 
the investigating agent, we would find that Dr. Furry’s former activities in con 
nection with the Communist Party, and his use of the fifth amendment, consti 
tuted misconduct but not grave misconduct. But this incident we cannot bring 
ourselves to overlook. We find it fell so far below the standard of moral con 
duct to be expected of a member of our faculty as to constitute grave misconduct 
Different climate 

However, in view of all the circumstances in this case, and particularly in 
view of the fact that this incident occurred 9 years ago in a very different cli- 
mate of political opinion, we think that the interests of the university will be 
best served by some other action than the removal of Dr. Furry at this time. 

We therefore leave our finding of grave misconduct in full effect for a period 
of 3 years. If at any time during that period, either because of Dr. Furry’s 
future conduct or because of contrary evidence as to his past conduct, we should 
deem it to be for the best interests of the university to remove him, we will 
do so. After the end of that period, Dr. Furry will not be subject to removal 
solely on the basis of this finding of grave misconduct, and may be removed 
only after new proceedings. 


LEON J. KAMIN, TEACHING FELLOW IN THE DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL RELATIONS 


On March 26, 1953, Mr. Kamin appeared before a subcommittee to investigate 
the administration of the Internal Security Act and other internal security laws 
of the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate (the “Jenner committee”), in 
response to a subpena. He denied that he was a member of the Communist 
Party, but refused to answer questions as to whether he had resigned imme- 
diately before the hearing, and as to his present or past connection with the 
Communist Party, on the ground that answering such questions would tend to 
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incriminate him, claiming the protection of the fifth amendment to the 
Constitution. 

We have followed the same procedure as in the case of Associate Prof. Wen- 
dell H. Furry and have similarly used our best judgment as to the credibility of 
statements to us. Asa result we believe the following to be the pertinent facts: 
Active in Red affairs 

Mr. Kamin entered Harvard as a freshman in June 1944, at the age of 16. In 
the fall of 1945 he became a member of the Communist Party but attended 
only one meeting before enlisting in the Army in February 1946. 

On his return to Harvard in 1947, as a junior, he joined the Communist Party 
in November of that year, and became active in its affairs. At that time he 
was keenly interested in political matters and intended to make politics his 
career. During his senior year, 1949, he commenced writing articles for the 
Daily Worker under the name of Leo Soft. He graduated with a bachelor of 
arts degree in June 1949, and during the following 12 months, until June 1950, 
he was in the employ of the Communist Party at a small salary, writing for 
the Daily Worker as its New England editor, and doing odd office jobs. 

During 1950 his interest shifted from polities to a scholarly career. He ex- 
perienced ideological differences between his views and those of the party. 
About July 1950 he ceased writing for the Daily Worker and dropped out of 
the party without formal resignation. Since then he has had no connection 
with the party. 

On September 1, 1950, he entered the graduate school of arts and sciences at 
Harvard and started part-time teaching in September of the following year. 
His teaching has not reflected a Communist slant and he has not tried to in- 
fluence the political thinking of his students in or outside of class. 

With the same considerations in mind which we have stated in connection 
with our decision on Associate Professor Furry, we think Mr. Kamin’s use of the 
fifth amendment is misconduct which creates the necessity for us to inquire into 
the full facts. The facts available to us disclose that, in spite of the active 
part in Communist Party affairs taken by him in his undergraduate days and 
for a year thereafter, Mr. Kamin has not been under Communist domination 
since he first became a teacher in 1951. 


Vo action 


We regret that Mr. Kamin did not see fit to supplement the official record be- 
fore the Committee to this effect, but we do not regard that as controlling. Under 
all the circumstances we find that Mr. Kamin has not been guilty of grave mis- 
conduct and on the information we now have we will take no action against him. 


HELEN DEANE MARKHAM, ASSISTANT PROFESSOR OF ANATOMY 


On March 27, 1953, Dr. Markham appeared before the Jenner committee in 
response to a subpena. She refused to answer questions as to whether she is 
now or has ever been a member of the Communist Party, and as to activities con- 
nected with the Communist Party, on the ground that answering such questions 
would tend to incriminate her, claiming the protection of the fifth amendment to 
the Constitution. 

We have followed the same procedure as in the case of Associate Prof. Wendell 
H. Furry and have similarly used our best judgment as to the credibility of state- 
ments to us. As a result we believe the following to be the pertinent facts: 

Dr. Markham is not, and never has been, a member of the Communist Party. 
She became interested in what she terms the progressive movement when she 
came to Boston in 1944. In the spring of 1945 she taught a course in biology at 
the Samuel Adams School for 1 term, and has attended 2 classes there. She 
served as secretary and member of the executive committee of the American 
Association of Scientific Workers. 

She has never given a Communist slant to her teaghing, nor has she sought 
otherwise to influence the political views of her students. Her teaching and 
research are of a high order. She feels very strongly that investigations by 
congressional committees in this field bypass the constitutional safeguards of due 
process and are in danger of destroying civil liberties in the same manner as the 
Nazis and Communists have done. 


Not under Red domination 


With the same considerations in mind which we have stated in connection 
with our decision on Associate Professor Furry, we think Dr. Markham’s use of 
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the fifth amendment is misconduct which creates the necessity for us to inquire 
into the full facts. The facts available to us disclose that Dr. Markham is not 
under Communist domination. 

We regret that Dr. Markham did not see fit to supplement the official record 
before the committee to this effect, but we do not regard that as controlling 
Under all the circumstances we find that Dr. Markham has not been guilty of 
grave misconduct and on the information we now have we will take no action 
against her, 





Dr. Markuam. I would like to read two sentences from this state- 

ment. QOne is: 
Her teaching and research are of a high order. She feels very strongly that 
investigations by congressional committees in this field bypass the constitu- 
tional safeguards of due process, and are in danger of destroying civil liberties 
in the same manner as the Nazis and Communists have done. 

The Cuarmman. Dr. Markham, did you tell the Harvard authorities 
that you were not and have never been a member of the Communist 
Party ? 

Mrs. Marxnam. Mr. Jenner, I have already declined to answer 
that question, and I decline, for two reasons: First of all, because I 
think it is irrelevant to the purposes of this committee; and, secondly, 
I decline under the privilege of the fifth amendment. 

The CHamrman. Your declining under the fifth amendment is, of 
course, recognized by this committee, but I think when you were 
before this committee previously, you refused to answer under the 
rights of the fifth amendment. What this committee is trying to 
find is whether or not you maintained that position before the Harvard 
Corp. and/or whether or not you told the Harvard Corp. that you were 
not or had not been a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Atuen. That was not clear. 

The Cuarrman. Whether or not she told the Harvard Corp. that she 
was not and never had been a member of the Communist Party. 

Mrs. Markuam. I decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. We do not know whether or not such statement, if Dr. 
Markham did make the statement, was a sworn statement. We have 
no evidence of whether or not it was a sworn statement. 

Mr. Auten. When you say “this statement,” I do not quite follow. 

Mr. Morris. Will you read the question ? 

(The record was read by the reporter as follows :) 

We do not know whether such statement, if Dr. Markham did make the state 
ment, was a sworn statement. We have no evidence of whether or not it was a 
sworn statement, 

Mr. Auten. That is not a question. What is your question ¢ 

Mr. Morris. I will ask the question in this way, then, Dr. Markham: 
Did you make a sworn statement before the ‘Harvard Corp. about 
your ‘Communist Party membership? 

Mrs. Marxuam. I decline to discuss whether or not I made any 
statement to the Harvard Corp. 

Mr. Morris. On what grounds? 

The CuarrMan. On what grounds? 

Mrs. Markuam. May I speak? 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 

Mrs. Markuam. On the same privilege, under the fifth amend- 
ment. 

(Witness confers with counsel.) 
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Mrs. Marxuam. I decline to answer on the same grounds as given 
before. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The Cuarmman. There are no further questions. You will be ex- 
cused, Dr. Markham. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness is Mr. Blau. 

The Cuaiman. Will you hold up your right hand and be sworn 
to testify ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ¢ 

Mr. Buav. Yes, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD RAYMOND BLAU, NEW YORK, N. Y., 
ACCOMPANIED BY HIS ATTORNEY, JOSEPH FORER, WASHING- 
TON, D. C. 


Mr. Morris. Will you give your full name and address to the re- 
porter, Mr. Blau? : 

Mr. Biav. Harold Raymond Blau, 309 East Fourth Street, New 
York 9, New York. 

Mr. Morris. Are you presently a teacher, Mr. Blau? 

Mr. Buav. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Where do you teach ? 

Mr. Buiav. I teach at Brooklyn Technical High School, New York 
City. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach? 

Mr. Buiav. I teach English and speech. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you taught there, Mr. Blau? 

Mr. Brav. I have taught there for 2 years. 

Mr. Morris. From what universities have you graduated ? 

Mr. Biav. Iam a graduate of the College of the City of New York. 
and am presently in attendance at New York University. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Blau, do you hold a Ford Foundation grant? 

Mr. Buav. Yes, sir; I do. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us the circumstances of that? 

Mr. Buav. Yes, sir. I submitted an outline of a proposed research 
into the selection, the development and training of young scientists, 
technicians, and engineers on occasion when the Ford Foundation 
indicated that they were going to propose six fellowships to the board 
of education to assign. The board of education, with the assistance 
of representatives of the Ford Foundation, selected me from some 
300 candidates, as well as 5 others, to receive the fellowships. 

Mr. Morris. What is your work? That of teaching scientists, 
technicians, and engineers ? 

Mr. Brau. No, sir; my work is teaching English and speech. This 
field is somewhat removed from my normal occupation, because I am 
interested in these youngsters as a part of the society in which they 
are supposed to develop professionally, and to contribute to. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Blau, what is the amount of the grant of the 
Ford Foundation ? 

Mr. Buav. Sir, that is somewhat technical. The actual amount is 
$2,000 over a period of 6 months. This amount of money is the 
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amount of money necessary to give me my normal salary for that 
period. 

The board of education must replace me with a substitute teacher, 
and they must pay that teacher, and this amount is deducted from my 
normal income, or would be. 

Mr. Morris. Do you belong to the American Association of Scien- 
tific Workers? 

Mr. Buav. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Who, in the Ford Foundation, Mr. Blau, to your know]- 
edge, was respons sible for your selection as a recipient of this grant? 

Mr. Biav. To my specific knowledge, the superintendent of schools 
was the person to w hom these fellowships are granted. He designated 
a committee of people. 

Mr. Morris. And it was the committee that made the selection, Mr. 
Blau? 

Mr. Buav. And it was the committee which made the selection; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Blau, are you presently a member of the Commu 
nist Party ? 

Mr. Buav. I must decline to answer that question, sir, on the basis 
of the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrrman. You decline? 

Mr. Buav. Yes, sir. 

The CuarkmMan. You decline because your answer to that might tend 
to incriminate you? 

Mr. Buiav. It would tend to make me bear witness against myself. 

The CuarrmMan. That isall. There are no further questions. You 
are excused. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we were to have a Dr. Joseph Wortis 
here this morning but, through a misunderstanding, he will be here 
next Tuesday. He will be here at that time. 

The CuarrMan. Call the next witness. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness will be Dr. Harry Overstreet. 

Mrs. Overstreet, will you come forward too, please? 

The Cuamman. Dr. Overstreet, will you be sworn to testify? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help 3 you 
God? 

Mr. Overstreet. I do. 

The Cuarrman. You may be seated. 

Proceed with the questioning, Mr. Morris. 


TESTIMONY OF HARRY ALLEN OVERSTREET, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


Mr. Morris. Dr. Overstreet, will you tell us what academic degrees 
you hold? 

Mr. Overstreet. I have an A. B. degree from the University of 
California, I think in 1899, and a bachelor of science, that is a research 
degree, from the University of Oxford, in 1901. 

Mr. Morris. Do you hold any other degrees ¢ 

Mr. Overstreer. That is all Lhave. The research degree in Oxford 
is a graduate degree equivalent to the American doctorate. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Dr. Overstreet, were you one of the founders of 
the New York Teachers’ Union? 
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Mr. Overstreet. I was either one of the founders or one of the 
earliest members. 

Mr. Morris. I see. Will you tell us the source of your interest in 
that particular activity ¢ 

Mr. Overstreet. At that time John Dewey was one of my great 
friends, and a number of us felt that the teachers were completely 
unorganized in the sense that there was no way in which they could 
talk about standards of teaching, and so on, and protect themselves i in 
the various ways that we needed to; so that we organized the teachers’ 
union and I went, I think, to a few meetings. 1 am not a meeting- 
goer, so I didn’t go very often. 

ee found after a year or so, and I have forgotten just how long, 
that it was pretty impossible to do any business there because there 
were shinee rous people who kept stymieing things, and when 12 
o'clock came we went home. 

Finally, a number of us got so disgusted with the obstructive tactics, 
that we left the union. I resigned from the teachers’ union and we 
formed a counter union, so to speak, called the Teachers’ Guild, and I 
was a member of the Teachers’ Guild almost from its beginning. 

That Teachers’ Guild, if I am not mistaken, was affiliated with the 
A. F. of L. 

Mr. Morris. Well now, I wonder if you would sketch very briefly 
some of the highlights of your career which would qualify you to 
speak on the subject of communism in education? I know that it is 
a difficult thing, Dr. Overstreet. 

Mr. Overstreet. I was a teacher in the University of California up 
to the rank of associate professor of philosophy, and then was called 
to the College of the City of New York to take the headship of the 
department of philosophy and psychology, and the fields of philoso- 
phy and psychology have been my central concern in all these years. 

i retired from the City College in 1939, I think it was, having pub- 
lished a number of books in the field of philosophy and psychology, 
and then devoted myself to lecturing throughout the country and to 
writing books. 

And more and more my concern has centered in the psychological 
aspects of our civilization, and communism quite naturally comes in as 
a very, very significant development that any psychologist and philos- 
opher would concern himself about, and I have written books that 
have indicated that back in 1937 or 1938—which was it ? 

Mrs. Overstreet. 1937 

Mr. Overstreet. 1937, I think it was, my book, A Declaration of 
Interdependence, in which I made a fairly emphatic statement about 
the psychological impossibility of communism, as a going way of life 
for our society, and so on, and soon. That is the sort of ‘thing I have 
been doing, and my lecturing has been wholly in the fields of ‘philoso- 
phy and psychology. 

Mr. Morris. You have been doing this now for some 54 years? 

Mr. Overstreet. Now, be very careful. 

Mr. Morris. You graduated in 1899? 

Mr. Oversrreer. Yes; I graduated from the University of Cali- 
fornia in 1899 and retired from the C ity College in 1939. 

Mr. Morris. And you are professor emeritus from City College. 

Mr. Overstreer. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. On the basis of that experience, Doctor, there are cer- 
tain questions that we would like to ask you in connection with the 
investigation of subversion in the educ ational process, which we are 
now conducting. 

Mr. Overstreet. I will pe very glad to answer those questions, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Do you feel that a person’s being an active member of 
the Communist Party is compatible with being a teacher in a university 
or in an undergraduate school ? 

Mr. Overstreet. 1 am perfectly convinced, Mr. Morris, that it is 
quite incompatible with being a teacher in an education system such 
as our democracy calls for. 

Teaching is a matter of one’s total personality, and the Communist 
attitude toward life being an attitude which accepts the fact that we 
all have these fundamental questions answered, and we simply have 
now to follow, is a condition which goes completely counter to the 
ireedoms of investigation and the integrity of investigation that we 
require in our educational processes. 

So I would say that being a Communist, being an active and con- 
firmed Communist, is completely incompatible with teaching in our 
kind of educational system, 

Mr. Morris. Have you been able to observe that active or confirmed 
Communists, as it were, are people who work in connection with an 
organization, and therefore are not completely free people 

Mr. Overstreet. I would call them conspiratorial people. We some- 
times talk about freedom of thinking as if everybody should be per- 
mitted to think freely. The Communist way of life is not a free- 
thinking way of life. It is a conspiratorial way of life. It is people 
organizing themselves to do something to get rid of a type of society 
that they hate, and therefore it comes under the category of con- 
spiratorial activity rather than thinking activity. 

Mr. Morris. Professor Overstreet, should a teacher be judged wholly 
on the basis of competence to teach regardless of whether or not he is 
a member of this political organization that we have been discussing ? 

Mr. Oversrreer. That is a very important question, Mr. Morris, 
I think there is confusion among teachers on that question, and I 
would answer it very, very sharply. I would say that a teacher should 
not be judged simply in terms of his competence in a special subject 
matter, because teaching is a matter of one’s total personality, and, if 
one is a confirmed Communist, all that the Communist attitude calls 
for, fixity of belief, finality of belief, and intolerance of evidence that 
goes counter to that belief, a hatred of the going order of society, 
methods of subterfuge, of deviousness—I would say all of these go 
counter to what is required in democratic educational processes, and, 
since teaching is a matter of a total personality and not simply of 
teaching the particular subject matter, that total personality Com- 
munist orient seeps over into the teaching, into all the human rela- 
tionships, and for that reason I would say that being a Communist, 
if I may put it paradoxically, being a Communist makes a competent 
teacher incompetent to teach. 

Mr. Morris. Professor Overstreet, have you had any firsthand 
experience in dealing with students in your classroom who have been 
infected with communism ¢ 

Mr. Overstreet. I have, Mr. Morris. 


24259°—58—pt. 11——3 
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I hate to talk badly about my students, but there have been stu- 
dents that have in all sincerity been bitten, so to speak, by the bug of 
dialectic materialism. The great thing in my early days of teaching 
before this crisis came to be so severe was the ‘belief of students in 
the Marxist economic interpretation of history. That was a great 
thing, to believe that. 

Then the second thing was the belief, the passionate belief in the 
class struggle as the way in which a society goes. 

I have found those students in my class, never a majority, always 
a minority of students, and very sincere but very passionate, and very 
hard to deal with. 

I have found that they are hard to deal with because they were stu- 
dents that had all the answers, and, therefore, they would not listen 
to evidence. They were simply prepared to give the answers, and 
they were very tiresome students, usually, because they kept repeating 
all the well-worn stereotypes, and you got tired of them after a while. 

As a matter of fact, I have found that in general they were not 
students that listened to anything. They just repeated formulas, and 
so I got pretty tired of them, and I think in general my classes got 
pretty tired of those students. 

Mr. Morris. And generally did you observe that they were in- 
capable of any originality of thought, if they had that attitude. 

Mr. Overstreet. I should say so, yes. 

Mr. Morris. Professor Overstreet, do you think that individual 
colleges and universities should undertake the responsibility of de- 
termining whether or not there are Communists on their faculties? 

Mr. Overstreet. I should say “Yes,” Mr. Morris. As a matter of 
fact, you see, if what I say is true, if being a Communist affects your 
teaching, then it is to the primary interest of a college or uniy ersity 
to find out how much Communist adherence there is among the teach- 
ers, because a college wants the best possible teachers. 

I may answer your question by referring to what I take to be a 
very remarkable taking on of this responsibility by the University of 
Washington several years ago. 

You may remember that the accusation was made that the Univer- 
sity of Washington was a hotbed of communism. Well now, the uni- 
versity, instead of simply saying, “Well, let them say that; we are 
not,” the university at once went to bat and asked its committee— 
and I think it was the tenure committee—to investigate communism 
on the campus. 

They did a wonderful job there. They did a wonderful job in two 
ways. First of all, they set out to examine the situation with a com- 
ye thoroughness. They took months and months to do that thing. 

tach hearing went over many days. They did it with complete 
thoroughness. They did it with exceedingly great intelligence. 

The committee were constantly dividing among themselves as to 
how they felt about the thing. They gave absolutely complete pro- 
tection to every accused person in all possible ways 

Now, I have read the testimony of that thing very carefully, and 
I would say that there is a model of what a ‘university or college 
should do with reference to communism on the c campus. 

In other words, the obligation of an academic institution is to be 
a jealous guardian of the intellectual and moral and educational 
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integrity of its people and therefore the responsibility, I should say, 
lies always primarily with these institutions. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Professor Overstreet, have you read the testi- 
mony before our committee of Dr. Bella Dodd? 

Mr. Overstreet. Yes; I had the pleasure of reading that just yes- 
terday, and I am very glad to have read it, because ‘I read it with 
great amazement and also with great admiration; amazement because 
I had not, as I say, read it before; but amazement because of the 
revelation of the rather pathetic way in which teachers can get them- 
selves involved in conspiratorial activities, and in all sincerity get 
themselves involved in conspiratorial activities. 

Apparently, sincerity is never enough in human life. I read 
with admiration because of the way in which Dr. Dodd was able to 
pull herself free of that thing, had the courage to pull herself free of 
it, even at the cost of what must have been much suffering. 

So I have read that testimony, as I say, with amazement and 
admiration. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Professor Overstreet, were you able to observe 
this morning two members of the teaching profession who appeared 
before us? And, of course, you know that rather than answer ques- 
tions about their Communist affiliation, they invoked the fifth amend- 
ment. 

I wonder if you have any observations ? 

Mr. Overstreet. I leaned over to my wife and said, “How can it 
be?” I mean to say that it is beyond me that there can be any wish 
on anyone’s part—and I have to speak very carefully—any wish on 
anyone’s part not to make a clean breast of his human relationships. 

If I decline to answer a question, it seems to me that it does throw 
some kind of shadow upon me unless, of course, I am in the midst of 
a band of desperadoes, who are going todo me harm. I do not know 
whether that may have been the feeling that we are, here in America, 
in the midst of a band of desperadoes, but so far as this whole question 
is concerned, I feel so strongly that communism is a tragic intrusion 
into our free way of life and that all of us should not be completely 
willing to say that we stand for the free way of life, and that we want 
no truck with a regressive type of political thinking that would wreck 
the great freedoms we have called for. Iam simply bewildered when 
I find that people decline to answer. 

Mr. Morris. When you refer to the regressive political thinking, 
you mean thinking within the confines of the Communist organi- 
zation ¢ 

Mr. Overstreet. I mean thinking within the confines of the Com- 
munist ideology. I would like to call it that. They would call it 
science. I would call it a Communist ideology which is a very ques- 
tionable and, to my mind, a very disastrous ideology. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions of Dr. Overstreet, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

I notice that Mrs. Overstreet is here, Mr. Chairman, and she is an 
educational personality in her own right and, if you think it would be 
advisable, we could ask Mrs. Overstreet a few questions along the 
same lines. 

The CuHarmman. I wish that you would. 
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Mrs. Overstreet, do you swear that the testimony you will give in 
this hearing will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mrs. Overstreet. I do, 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. BONARO WILKINSON OVERSTREET 


Mr. Morris. What degrees do you hold, Mrs. Overstreet ? 

Mrs. Overstreet. Simply an A. B. degree from the University of 
California. I do not think this is called a degree, but I have the 
additional graduate work for the teacher’s certificate. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a research associate of the American 
Association for Adult Education ? 

Mrs. Overstreet. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been an instructor in adult education in 
California ? 

Mrs. Overstreet. Yes; on a short-term basis, at various places. 

Mr. Morris. What other educational experiences have you had that 
you think this committee would be interested in, by way of qualifying 
you in connection with our hearing this morning ? 

Mrs. Overstreet. I began teaching in California. I taught in the 
Kern County High School and Junior College. I was there 5 years 
before my marriage. 

In the last 20 or 21 years since my marriage I have been chiefly en- 
gaged in adult education, largely in the field of human relations, and 
that has been human-relations courses conducted in various indus- 
tries by various university extension divisions, and soon. It has been 
adult-education work in the fields of human relations, and psychology. 

Mr. Morris. Mrs. Overstreet, have you encountered Communist 
teachers in your educational career ¢ 

Mrs. Overstreet. I don’t believe I have, tomy knowledge. I taught 
a very long time ago in the public-schools system, and I doubt very 
much whether I would have recognized one if I had met one. But, 
so far as I know, I have not had recognized contact with them. You 
do not meet them in the adult educational field, it seems to me, in the 
areas that we have been working in, at least. I have not known of it. 

Mr. Morris. Mrs. Overstreet, do you feel that a human personality 
can develop properly under conditions of academic freedom such as 
we find in America ¢ 

Mrs. Overstreet. Oh, that really comes home, because our pet is 
talking about the development of human personality, and I think that 
it can be pretty categorically stated now, while we do not have all 
the answers, by any means, on human personality, that the more we 
know about it the more we know about the stages of growth from 
infancy on, and the more we know about the causes of personality 
disorder, the more sure we become—I mean the more sure we person- 
ally become—that only the conditions of freedom can well develop 
human personality. 

I want to hyphenate there. We would want to say freedom-respon- 
sibility. We think that you cannot really just take the word “free- 
dom” as though it conveyed a precise picture, but a pattern of freedom, 
incorporated with responsibility in a society where human beings are 
helped to believe in the human capacity of self-government of indi- 
vidual government; the dignity of the individual, those things seem 
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to be completely indispensable to the full development of personality ; 
and academic freedom ties in very intimately because you cannot have, 
since our school system, next to the home, probably 1 is the most con- 
sistent influence upon children through the growing years, you cannot 
have an area there that is not free and yet be ‘bringing out free 
personalities. 

We would say that the more areas of our society that can be genu- 
inely slanted toward the free, responsible development of individuals, 
the healthier world we are going to have, the happier world we are 
going to have, and the sounder our institutions are going to be, the 
more invulnerable they are going to be to any form of totalitarianism, 
or totalitarian persuasion. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The Cuairman. I want to thank you both for appearing before 
our committee this morning, for the contribution you have made to 
this important subject. 

(The following letter was subsequently ordered printed in the 
record at this point by the chairman. ) 

BENNINGTON, Vr., June 19, 1953. 
Mr. Rosert Morris, 
Counsel, United States Senate Internal Security Committee, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Drar Mr. Morris: May I intrude upon your interest once more by bringing a 
certain item of my past up to date. I came across it after I returned from the 
Washington visit. 

You will remember that at the committee hearing you asked me about my 
membership in the teachers union, and I then told you how I had severed my 
connection with the union and joined the Teachers Guild. That testimony 
still holds good. On looking through my canceled checks, however, for the year 
1938, I found one made out to the New York Teachers College U nion. I have 
only the vaguest memory of that organization. I seem to remember that a 
number of us felt that the Teachers Guild was too exclusively concerned with 
the affairs of grade and high-school teachers and that a separate organization 
needed to be formed to look after the interests of college teachers. This is all 
that I can remember. I have no memory whatever of Communist intentions or 
behaviors among this college group. In any event I was only briefly a member. 
The check was dated October 24, 1938, and I retired from the college in May 
1939. I find I paid a final check of $2 (probably closing my account) on Septem- 
ber 30, 1940. 

Will you be good enough to add this to the record of what I said at the 
hearing. The matter had completely slipped from memory, and had I not 
found the canceled check it would doubtless have dropped out compietely. 

My wife and I wish again to thank you for giving us the privilege of saying 
under oath what we firmly believe about communism and about its incompatibil- 
ity with teaching standards in a free society. Later, when this busted back 
of mine is in good shape again, we shall invade your office once more bringing 
along a statement of our convictions and of our interpretation of the whole con- 
spiratorial situation on which we would like your advice. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. A. OVERSTREET. 


Mr. Morris. I have a telegram received by the chairman of the 
Internal Security Subcommittee from M. H. Kimball, president of 
the Baleo Research Laboratories, in Newark, N. J.: 


Morris U. Cohen has been an acting consultant in physical chemistry for this 
company. For his refusal to testify before your committee as reported in the 
New York World-Telegram and Sun of Tuesday, May 15, this company has 
terminated this relationship immediately. 

In addition, I have an article here by Howard Selsam, who has 
appeared before our committee. 
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It is in the publication entitled “New Foundations,” volume VI, 
No. 4, an article entitled “Should Communists Teach in Our Colleges ¢” 

Mr. Selsam is a director of the Jefferson School of Social Science. 

The Cuairman. The documents may go into the record and become 
a part of the record. 

(The documents referred to follow :) 


[From the New Foundations, vol. VI, No. 4, For Peace, a Democratic Education, and a 
Socialist Future] 


SHOULD COMMUNISTS TEACH IN OUR COLLEGES? 


(By Dr. Howard Selsam, director of the Jefferson School of Social Science) 


The darkness of bigotry is settling over the American campus. Academic 
freedom is being converted into the “freedom” to be jingoist and superpatriotic. 
Time was, prior to the rise of big business in the United States, when the great 
issue of teachers and students was the right of religious dissent. Today it is 
not a question of God but of Caesar. The witch hunters seek out not those who 
participated in a devil’s sacrament in the Reverend Parris’ pasture as at Salem 
in 1692, but those who attended a Communist meeting in so-and-so’s home or a 
rally for American-Soviet Friendship at Madison Square Garden, To make the 
analogy and the difference complete we need only compare Cotton Mather’s 
pronouncement that to deny the existence of the devil is worse than diabolical, 
with Sidney Hook’s charge that the ignorance of many Americans respecting the 
“evils” of communism is “almost perverse” (New Leader, April 6, 1953, p. 59). 

What we are witnessing is not only an attack on the right of Communists to 
teach, but an attempt to destroy any independence of thought, any criticism of 
current United States domestic and foreign policy. Students and teachers are 
not to be allowed to have any thoughts that even remotely imply that the United 
States today does not have the best possible social and economie organization in 
the best of all possible worlds. Such interference with the freedom of teachers 
and students to discuss, to examine the evidence, to come to their own reasoned 
conclusions has long existed, but it had a rebirth after the end of World War II, 
has grown with the development of the “cold war,” and has reached new levels 
in the course of the war in Korea. McCarthyism is operating in multitudinous 
ways, not only through congressional “investigating” committees against teach- 
ers, but also through other Federal agencies inquiring into students’ political 
and social attitudes and following “up leads like prosecuting attorneys” (Dean 
Carl W. Ackerman, Columbia University School of Journalism, quoted in New 
York Times, April 14, 1953). The fight against this growing menace to our 
schools and colleges is being seriously hindered by a poison that has been 
seeping into intellectual and academic life in the United States. Its chief expres- 
sion in the notion that you can save academic freedom and intellectual honesty 
in our institutions of high learning while Communists are thrown to the anti- 
democratic and Fascist wolves. 

It is the purpose of this article to analyze the issues involved, to uncover 
the concealed premises and draw out the logical consequences. It’s time to 
establish that the notion that there can be differences of opinion held in our 
colleges and universities, and complete freedom to teach for all but Communists, 
is a shameful fraud. One of this doctrine’s worst features is that it is accepted 
in many professorial and student circles, especially in the midst of a Red scare, 
as a purely pragmatist expedient—a cheap way of getting the dogs (of congres- 
sional committees) called off by throwing them a bone. 

To the best of my knowledge this whole notion that appears to accept complete 
intellectual freedom while denying it to Communists was begun by Sidney Hook 
and first incorporated in the statement of policy of New York’s New School in the 
late 1930's. For years the New School has proclaimed its position in its bulletins 
under the heading of “Nonpartisanship” : 

“As an educational institution the New School follows a settled policy of 
neutrality with respect to political, religious, and social party groupings. It does 
not inquire whether a lecturer’s private views are conservative, liberal or radical ; 
orthodox or agnostic ; aristocrat or proletarian ; but no member of the faculty can 
be a member of any political party or group which asserts the right to dictate in 
matters of science or scientific opinion. The New School undertakes in no way to 

‘restrict the lecturer’s freedom of utterance. The New School considers that it 
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has fulfilled its obligation when it has assured itself of the scholarly competence 
and teaching capacity of its instructors.” 

It is an interesting fact that only 1 or 2 teachers of the New School have ever 
been called before any State or National investigating committee. The reason, 
perhaps, is that its faculty has been so well screened and so carefully controlled. 

Before going into a more careful analysis a few general observations might be 
helpful. First, it is significant that being regarded as a Communist, whether that 
means a general theoretical Marxist or a full-fledged party member, has not been 
found, in Europe, to be incompatible with academic integrity. Prof. Benjamin 
Farrington, for example, of Swansea College, Wales, writes and lectures for the 
London district committee of the Communist Party. And no one has heard of 
any investigation by Parliament or any other body as to whether Professor Levy, 
J. B. Haldane, J. D. Bernal, Maurice Dobb, George Thompson, and other respected 
British professors were or were not members of the Communist Party. They are 
treated on the merits of their teaching, scholarly work, not their political affilia- 
tion. The same is true in France, Italy, and other bourgeois-democratic coun- 
tries. This is a distinctly United States phenomenon, though, unfortunately, 
exportable with other Marshall plan goods. 

Secondly, it is based on the typical police agent’s theory of the Communist 
Party as a bandit gang that holds its members by violence and murder. This 
theory has been reenforced by so many thriller-dillers from Kravechenko to J. 
Edgar Hoover that the police and some university presidents and Senators even 
believe it themselves. I recently, for example, found a New York City detective 
who, when told that a certain Jefferson School window display included a draped 
picture of Stalin together with a display of his books and pamphlets, exclaimed : 
“T never knew he wrote any books. Really? He wrote books?” The fantastic 
calumny that the Communist Party “asserts the right to dictate in matters of 
science” is a belated reply to Marx’s trenchant observation in 1873 that the 
bourgeoise no longer dares to ask if a proposition in social science is true, but 
only if it is expedient. We might ask who it is in our country today that has 
the authority “to dictate in matters of science or scientific opinion.” 

Third, this whole theory blithely rests on the naive notion that our institu- 
tions of higher learning, public as well as private, are truly free, are “neutral with 
respect to political, religious and social party groupings,” unconcerned with 
whether their teachers are “conservative, liberal or radial; orthodox or agnostic; 
aristocrat or proletarian.” But it is precisely inquiry into and discussion of the 
source of their authority, the influence of wealthy alumni, big banks and corpora- 
tions, monopoly capital in short, that is one of the things they most want to 
prevent through their attacks on Marxism and Marxists. How ill it benefits the 
New School, Columbia, Johns Hopkins, Yale, Chicago, or Princeton to claim im- 
partiality with respect to the ruling economic forces of our society? Their trus- 
tees are representative of the biggest insurance companies, banks, railroads, 
industrial corporations. Their money comes from individual millionaires who, 
of course, are a mere integral part of the financial oligarchy that rules the United 
States today or directly form the corporations. A new committee has recently 
been formed to aid higher education. It is called the Council for Financial Aid 
to Education. It will advise those concerned with higher education how to se- 
cure financial help from the Nation’s corporations and business concerns. The 
leading spirit of the committee is Frank W. Abrams, chairman of the board, 
Standard Oil of New Jersey ; and it includes Irving Olds, of United States Steel; 
Alfred P. Sloan, Jr., of General Motors; and Henning Prentiss, Jr., president 
of Armstrong Cork., 

Yet the university presidents who run to this committee for help have the 
audacity to claim “objectivity.” In the recent statement drawn up by the presi- 
dents of some of our biggest academic institutions and adopted by the Association 
of American Universities on March 30, 1953, it is claimed that the university 
must “be hospitable to an infinite variety of skills and viewpoints relying upon 
open competition among them as the surest safeguard of truth. Its whele 
spirit requires investigation, criticism and presentation of ideas in an atmos- 
phere of freedom and mutual confidence.” 

But all of this is introductory to the analysis of the three central questions 
concerning the right of Communists to teach. In my opinion these are: 

(1) Are our universities and colleges possibly capable, under existing polit- 
ical and economic institutions, of “objectivity,” impartiality, true freedom of 
thought and research regardless of where it will lead? 

(2) Are Marxists, Communists, capable of objective pursuit of truth and of 


© 


a kind of teaching which clearly presents alternatives to student minds and 
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allows them the fullest opportunity to judge the issues, examine the evidence, 
and reach reasoned conclusions? 

(3) Can there be any academic freedom, any untrammeled pursuit of knowl- 
edge and truth, so long as the doctrine persists that Communists do not have 
the right to teach? 

NO IMPARTIALITY 


(1) The answer to the question whether our universities are objective and 
impartial as they so vehemently protest to be, can only be an emphatic “No.” 
But two things are involved here; one is their inability to be objective and non- 
partisan. The other is their inability to admit to any partisanship as opposed 
to the Marxist’s affirmation of his. Just imagine a professor of Harvard, 
Chicago, Columbia, City College, standing before a class and saying: “I am 
partisan, I am speaking not for the truth, objectively, but for Standard Oil, 
General Motors, United States Steel, the Chase National Bank. What I tell 
you about economics, philosophy, history, represents the interests of the max- 
imum profit of the biggest imperialist monopolies.” No; they dare not do that. 
They dare not tell the truth. Their partisanship prevents scientific objectivity. 
Too often they are only the “hired prizefighters” Marx spoke of, their incapa- 
bility of following ideas wherever they may lead in concealed by this pretense 
of the open mind. 

Our institutions of higher learning are necessarily and inevitably an integral 
part of that body of institutions and ideas which constitutes the superstructure 
of capitalist society. They exist to help maintain that society, to help preserve 
the existing economic relations. Were any of them to fail to do this they would 
be closed, either by economic strangulation or direct interference of the state for 
example, through the denial of tax exemption, ability to give degrees, ete.) and 
new ones opened in their places. 

But this question need not be argued. The academic freedom policy recently 
udopted by our universities referred to earlier is quite explicit. A few quotations 
reveal the bias behind the facade of scientific objectivity. When our universities 
officially affirm: “Free enterprise is as essential to intellectual as to economic 
progress,” they are categorically asserting the inherent and eternal superiority 
of capitalism over all other economic formations. Is this compatible with all 
the pious assertions in the policy statement concerning “investigation, criticism 
and presentation of ideas in an atmosphere of freedom?’ The statement asserts 
that “a university does not take an official position of its own * * * on political 
questions or matters of public policy” and yet goes on to say: “We condemn 
Russian communism as we condemn every form of totalitarianism” and asserts 
that scholarly integrity and independence renders impossible “adherence to 
such a regime as that of Russia and its satellites.” * 

Is this premise compatible with the statement’s assertion that university 
teachers “must continue to analyze, test, criticize and reassess existing institu- 
tions and beliefs, approving when the evidence supports them and disapproving 
when the weight of evidence is on the other side?” Finally, the statement asserts 
that our universities’ scholars and teachers “are united in loyalty to the ideal of 
learning to the moral code, to the country and to its form of government.” 

These are good things to which progressives certainly adhere: “loyalty to the 
idea of learning,’ loyalty “to the moral code” and “to the country.” But today 
our “form of government” is only too often made synonymous with capitalism. 

The whole thing is a miserable sham. The stool-pigeon’s and police agent’s lies 
about Marxism are accepted as gospel truth beyond the realm of scholarly 
examination and discussion. Loyalty to capitalism and to the capitalist state 
are preconditions for admission to the university’s community of free scholars. 
The final result is that teachers and professors may come to any conclusion so 
long as these are in conformity with the principles, needs, interests of United 
States monopoly capitalism. The whole miserable rigmarole is a device for giv- 
ing the appearance of freedom of thought and objectivity while at the same time 
guaranteeing that they will never go so far as to threaten United States 
imperialism and its policies. 

This policy means that every teacher and scholar is allowed to search for the 
truth up to the point where he might find the analysis of Marxism-Leninism 


1 We cannot allow to pass unnoticed the cheap slander: to believe that socialism would 
be preferable for our country to monoply capitalism and can be brought about only by 
working class leadership in our Nation's life is to give allegiance to “Russia.” American 
Communists have no other goal than our American well-being in a world of peace and 
plenty for all. 
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true and the program of the Communist Party of the United States wise. At 
this point he must either (1) refuse to carry out the logic of his beliefs in 
Marxism, among which beliefs is that of the unity of theory and practice, or 
(2) act on his rational beliefs and be dismissed from his position and outlawed 
from his chosen profession. 


COMMUNISTS AND GOOD TEACHING 


» 


2. This brings us to the second main question: Are Marxists, Communists, 
members of the Communist Party, capable of pursuing truth objectively and 
fulfilling all standards of good scholarship and good teaching? That this is 
so is borne out in innumerable cases as a matter of fact. One has only to name 
and survey the records of a number of teachers suspended or expelled as admitted 
or alleged Communists from our higher educational institution to see the truth 
of this. Incidentally, in none of these cases was a single issue raised in all the 
proceedings concerning either academic competence or teaching ability of class 
room ‘indoctrination.” 

Some of these, it is true, were dismissed allegedly for invoking before the 
investigating tribunals the privilege given us by the fifth amendment, a privi- 
lege itself attacked by the Universities’ academic freedom policy as placing 
“upon a professor a heavy burden of proof of his fitness to hold a teaching 
position.” It is “damned if you do and damned if you don't.””. The theory here 
is, of course, testify to your being a Communist and let us dismiss you for that, 
or don’t testify and we will dismiss you for noncooperation with established 
authority. This reasoning conveniently ignores three facts. One is the 
pressures up to and including prison sentences for contempt when a witness 
testifies to his political affiliations and then refuses to be a stool pigeon and 
name his colleagues. Another is that no one is safe today from the hired 
informer or personal enemy who can be bought or otherwise secured to give 
lying testimony which he cannot refute. <A third is that many honest persons 
resent the violation of the first amendment with its guaranty of freedom of 
speech and thought and refuse to be a party to such proceedings. It is clear 
that every decent person, conservative as well as progressive, must uphold the 
right of teachers to invoke the fifth amendment and thus to refuse to be an 
active participant in an inquisition into the “heresies” of which educators may 
be suspected. 

But let us turn again to the case against Communist teachers. It has been 
stated so often that it has become a shopworn formula. Two quotations will 
suffice. President Raymond B. Allen of the University of Washington has said 
that a teacher who is “sincere in his belief in communism” cannot “at the same 
time be a sincere seeker after truth.” And New York City School Superinten 
dent William C. Jansen recently said that teachers “should measure up to 
standards no real Communist could meet.” 

Such statements, first foisted on the educational world by the renegade from 
communism, Professor Sidney Hook, are nothing but a bigoted bit of shabby 
name calling. Yet they are often coupled with protestations of independence 
of orthodoxy, with claims to progressivism. But when a biologist can be dis- 
missed from an American college for suggesting, in a professional chemical 
journal, that our scientists owe it to themselves te investigate the theory and 
claims of Lysenko, our educators had better go easy on charges about the in- 
ability of anyone to be a sincere seeker after truth or that Communists destroy 
“intellectual integrity.” And in a society which makes heroes and heroines of 
a Louis Budenz or a Bella Dodd we had better be cautious about leveling 
charges that Communists destroy “moral integrity.” 

Alexander Meiklejohn answered these charges against Marxist teachers 4 
vears ago when he asked what advantages are offered by a scholar by the 
Communist Party as Compared to those offered by the presidents and trustees 
of our universities. He wrote: “But, in general, the only explanation which 
fits the facts is that these scholars are moved by a passionate determination 
to follow the truth where it seems to lead, no matter what may be the cost to 
themselves and their families.” (New York Times, magazine section, March 27, 
1949). 

Before it is too late we had better ask ourselves, following Professor Meiklejohn, 
who in our schools shows willingness to make sacrifices—economic, professional 
for the truth as they see it, for justice and freedom as they understand it; 
the teacher who conforms, who trims his sails to suit every wind, who is never 
in disagreement with his superiors, the school boards and trustees, the prevail- 
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ing Climate of opinion, or the Marxists, the Communist, who stands firm on a 
principled position? It is high time that our educators, whatever they may 
think of the teachings of Marxism-Leninism, or of communists, individually or 
collectively, stop being so provincial and puerile as to repeat endlessly this shib- 
boleth about Communists having no intellectual or moral integrity. 

The issue here is not the truth or falsity of Marxism anymore than it is that 
of the truth or falsity of Keynesian economics, pragmatism, Freudianism, or 
any other philosophical, historical, social-economic teaching. The issue is only 
the right of anyone to embrace this teaching and to act accordingly. Here, again, 
Professor Meikeljohn has expressed beautifully the position of the Communist 
teacher: “In a word, they, [the Communists] do not accept Communist beliefs 
because they are members of the party. They are members of the party because 
they accept Communist beliefs.” 

What the Redbaiters and witch hunters dare not openly admit, though one 
suspects they know it in private, is that the Marxist is being hounded out of 
the schools and colleges under a wretched sham, just as the Communist or mili- 
tantly class conscious worker is hounded out of the factories and in many cases 
the trade unions, because he does not conform. In the case of educators, the 
holders of the pursestrings want to get Marxists out of the schools because of 
their stand on behalf of freedom of thought and speech, because of their speeches 
or writings outside of the classroom, because of their belief in, and ability to 
present, a scientific approach to history and society. It is not their intellectual 
honesty that is in question but the conclusions they have reached concerning 
peace, democracy, and the superiority of socialism over capitalism. The whole 
issue is thus clearly part of the class struggle, a manifestation of it in the sphere 
of ideology. Just as under the infamous Smith Act leaders of the Communist 
Party are tried and imprisoned for conspiring “to teach and advocate” Marxism- 
Leninism, so through legislative investigations, supported by boards of trustees 
of colleges and universities, educators are threatened and the privacy of their 
thought and political affiliation invaded. 


THE ISSUE IS ACADEMIC FREEDOM 


3. So long as the notion persists that Communists do not have the right to 
teach, there can be no academic freedom in our country, no genuine search 
for truth wherever it may lead. So long as this persists what Spinoza said of 
“Academies that are founded at the public expense” will hold true of all our 
institutions of higher learning. They will serve “not so much to cultivate men’s 
natural abilities as to restrain them” (Political Treatise, ch. VIII, sec 49). 

As it stands now, and has developed increasingly over the past decades, our 
professors are only too often afraid to discuss Marxism, the Soviet Union, 
dialectical and historical materialism, or to express any criticism of capitalism, 
imperialism, and so on through an almost endless catalog. They are afraid to 
cite Marxist-Leninist works for their students. They are often enough afraid 
to read any Marxist writings for fear they be known to have read it or, indeed, 
lest they themselves become convinced. The ostrich policy in this situation be- 
comes a genuine alternative. ‘There really is no danger,” a teacher might well 
say to himself, “so long as my head is buried in the sand—why then should I 
run the risk of taking it out to see?” It is a dreadful thing to see people lose 
their intellectual and moral integrity, place respectability above truth, safety 
above reason. Yet this has increasingly become the rule in our colleges, 

What is most serious about the dismissal of a few real or suspected Com- 
munists from teaching positions here or there is the effect this has on their 
colleagues who remain behind, safety or precariously, as the case may be. They 
are not the same people once they have witnessed a friend or colleague thrown 
to the wolves. They become smaller people, members of the league of frightened 
men, even though dressed up in smugness and complacency. 

Let educators be for or against Marxism as they please. Unless they have 
enough faith in their own beliefs and in the principles of democratic discussion 
to grant Marxists the right to compete in the “market place of ideas” they will 
find themselves sinking ever deeper into ideological conformity and goosestepping 
regimentation. It is time that American educators recognize that Marxism is a 
serious and substantial body of thought that must be treated in a rational and 
responsible way. 

The failure to take such an approach to Marxism is helping only to put our 
whole educational system in the hands of witch-hunting obscurantists, acting on 
behalf of the big banks and corporations. Unless this dangerous trend is rapidly 
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reversed, incalculable damage will be done, not only to all higher learning buf 
to democracy and culture in our country. 


COURAGE AND CLARITY 


If academic and political freedom are to be preserved in our country, the 
growing Fascist inroads on the campuses must be halted. They cannot be halted 
on the assumption that all others can be safe if Communists are deprived of 
the right to teach. Under this assumption no one is safe and no real freedom 
can be protected. There is increasing protest on the campus against the en 
crouchments on traditional liberties. This protest must be joined in by all, 
teachers and students, progressive and conservative. They must carry the fight 
off the campus to the trade unions and every kind of organization. Not a day 
passes but that some new group, organization, or individual leader points to 
the danger of destroying all our traditional liberties through the methods being 
used allegedly to save them. Our liberties can be saved, but the hour is late. 
Courage, energy, and, above all, theoretical clarity on the issues, are indis- 
pensable for victory. 


Mr. Morris. I have no further questions. 
The Cuairrman. With no further questions, we will stand recessed. 
(Whereupon, at 11: 20a. m., the committee recessed, subject to call.) 





SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL 
PROCESS 


TUESDAY, JUNE 2, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Securrry Acr ANp Oruer INTERNAL 
Securitry Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m., in the caucus 
room, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman 
of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senator Jenner. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research; and Robert C. McManus, staff member. 

The CuHarrMan. The committee will come to order. 

We will call the first witness. 

Mr. Morris. Is Mr. Wortis here, please ? 

The CuatrMAN. Doctor, will you be sworn to testify ¢ 

Do you swear that the testimony you give in this hearing, will be 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God ? 


Dr. Wortis. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF DR. JOSEPH WORTIS, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HAROLD I. CAMMER, ATTORNEY AT LAW, NEW 
YORK, N. Y. 


The CHarrMan. You may state your name to the committee. 

Dr. Wortis. Joseph Wortis, W-o-r-t-i-s. 

The CHarrman. And where do you reside, Doctor Wortis? 

Dr. Wortts. 152 Hicks Street, H-I-C-K-S, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

The Cuatrman. What is your business, or profession ¢ 

Dr. Wortis. I am a physician, sir. 

The CuHairman. Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the question- 
ing of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, will you give us a short sketch of your 
career ¢ 

Dr. Wortts. Yes, sir, I would be glad to. 

I was educated in the public school system of Brooklyn, won some 
honors in public schools, attended Eastern District High School, 
where I was a member of the honorary society, editor of the high 
school newspaper, graduated with honors and was awarded a State 
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scholarship, in addition to which I was the beneficiary of a New York 
University scholarship which allowed me to attend New York Uni- 
versity College of Arts from 1923 to 1927. 

I took honors in E nglish, won some distinction in scholarship and 
upon my graduation was admitted to the Yale University Medical 
College, but voluntarily elected, following a trip abroad, to remain 
abroad to study medicine in Paris, Munich, and the University of 
Vienna, where I was given a medical degree in 1932. 

I was prompted in part to make this decision because of a very 

cordial relationship which developed after I met the distinguished 
British scientist and author, Havelock Ellis, in 1927, who took a 
friendly interest in me and my career and I saw him frequently until 
his death approximately in 1939, I believe. 
_ Upon my return to this country, I served an internship at Bellevue 
Hospital and remained associated with Bellevue Hospital for some 20 
years until recently when other work and other interests made it 
impossible for me to maintain that relationship. 

It was I who was able, because of a fellowship I received, which 
permitted me to return to Europe, to introduce to this country the 
so-called shock treatments which I observed in Vienna in 1934 at the 
time they were first introduced. The fellowship which allowed me to 
study abroad was given to me upon the advice and under the guidance 
of Havelock Ellis and of Adolf Meyer, who was at that time Chief 
of Psychiatry at the Johns Hopkins Medical School. This fellow- 
ship, which I held for several years, permitted me to return abroad 
where I studied in London close to Havelock Ellis and at the Maudsley 
Hospital, as well as the Queen’s ‘Square Hospital for neurology. I 
went to Vienna for a period where I worked under Professor Marburg 
at the Neurological Institute. 

At the university clinic for neurology and psychiatry I especi- 
ally enjoyed the privilege of studying under Prof. Sigmund Freud 
with whom I undertook a didactic an: aly sis while on this fellow ship. 

On my return to this country, I published the first account in Eng- 
lish of the shock treatment. I translated the original monograph 
from the German into English, and presented, I believe, the first cases 
that were so treated to a scientific body. 

I then set up or was allowed to set up a special treatment ward 
for these new treatments at Bellevue Psychiatric Hospital, where I 
trained scores and scores of physicians in these new techniques, and, 
I am glad to say, contributed greatly to the relief of the terrible 
suffering which this dread dise: ise, dementia praecox, causes to families 
who are afflicted by a diseased member. 

In the ensuing year, I took special interest in problems of what 
might be called broadly medical psychiatry, that is, the kind of psy- 
chiatry which uses medical or physical approaches to the treatment of 
mental diseases. I published a series of papers on brain physiology, 
using the rather difficult technique of jugular juncture, which allows 
one to penetrate the blood vessels supplying the brain and to study the 
metabolism of the brain. I would say I published in the ensuing 
period, up to the present time, some seven or more scientific corrections 
to the scientific literature. 

During this period I think I gained for myself a very well-estab- 
lished position in the scientific field. I have, that is, in the past 10 
years, been entrusted by the American Journal of Psychiatry with the 
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writing of an annual review of the world’s literature in the field of 
what we call physiological treatment or medical treatment of mental 
illness. 

I am a member of many scientific bodies. I am a fellow of the 
American Psychiatric Association, a diplomate of the American Board 
of Psychi: try and Neurology, a fellow of the Academy of Medicine, 
a member of the Board of Psychi: atric Associations, a member of the 
Association for Research and Mental Diseases, a qualified psychia- 
trist in New York State, and so forth. 

In 1948, a tester for the Williams & Wilkins Co. of Baltimore, 
came to New York to discuss with me the possibility of my doing a 
book to cover the field of what is going on in Russian psychiatry at this 
time, about which many of my colleagues had expressed a lively curi- 
osity. I undertook to write this book and had the help of the Harvard 
University School of Russian Studies, took leave from hospital ap- 
pointments for a period, attempted to learn the difficult Russian 
language, and wrote the book on the basis of a survey of all of the 
literature available to me. The book has been very well received in 
the profession, both here and abroad, and I might say regardless of 
what people think of what is going on in the Soviet Union scientifi- 
cally, every review that I can recall has regarded the book as a very 
valu: rble source of factual material, and to mention only one typic al 
review, the Journal of the American Medical Association described 
the book as a monumental work and attested to the accuracy of the 
factual material therein contained. 

The book has gone into a second printing, has sold nearly 10,000 
copies, and is appearing in both a French and Spanish translation. 

At present, | am working largely in the field of child psychiatry, 
with a special focus of interest on the problems of mentally retarded 
children. 

Mr. Morris. Are you no longer associated with Bellevue? 

Dr. Wortis. I am no longer associated with Bellevue. 

Mr. Morris. You were on the staff there for twenty-some years, 
were you not? 

Dr. Wortis. Some 20 years, yes. 

Mr. Morris. When did you discontinue that relationship? 

Dr. Wortis. My appointment lapsed several months ago because it 
was felt that I was not giving sufficient time to the hospital because 
of my many other interests. 

Mr. Morris. While you were there, you did I think testify that 
you were responsible for the training of very many young psychia- 
trists ? 

Dr. Wortis. That is right. 

Mr. Morris. Have you finished, Dr. Wortis? 

Dr. Wortts. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a teacher at the Jefferson School of 
Social Science ? 

Dr. Wortis. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your tour of duty with the 
Jefferson School, if I can describe it as that ? 

Dr. Wortis. I would hardly describe it as a tour of duty. I have 
lectured very widely and probably, except for considerations of time, 
have not refused an opportunity to lecture to any group on questions 
close to my field of interest. At the close of the war I was invited to 
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give a course of popular lectures in psychiatry and I gave two or 
three such courses there. *I might say that what I taught and what 
I said was entirely and exclusively a matter of my own personal 
choice. 

Mr. Morris. Do you always teach there under your own name? 

Dr. Wortts. Yes, I did, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You never used any other name? 

Dr. Wortts. No, sir, I did not. 

Mr. Morris. While you were a teacher, I note in the September to 
December issue of the Jefferson School catalog, you are listed on page 
57 as giving a course in neuropsychiatry. Were you at that time a 
member of the Communist Party, Dr. Wortis? 

Dr. Wortis. I must decline—what year was that? 

Mr. Morris. 1947. B 

Dr. Wortis. Yes, sir. I must decline to answer that question on the 
following grounds: 

First of all, as an American citizen, I must say that my mother 
always brought me up to feel that it was extremely impolite to ask 
people what their political views were. 

Mr. Morris. May I just break in, lest you have the wrong impres- 
sion. We are not interested in your political views. We are trying 
to find out whether or not you were an organized member of the 
Communist Party at that time, something quite different. 

Dr. Wortts. I understand. I think if we consult the dictionary for 
a definition of the term “Communist” we would find that in ordinary 
parlance membership in the Communist Party is regarded as a form 
of political interest or activity, and I prefer to use the common inter- 
pretation of that term. I therefore, regard an inquiry as to whether 
or not an individual is a member of the Communist Party as an un- 
warranted intrusion into the privacy of his political beliefs, and I 
say I was taught not only that this is impolite, but as I grew older 
and learned something of the law of our land, I discovered that it w ‘as 
illegal and unconstitutional, that the Founding Fathers in their wis- 
dom have stipulated that the Government, or agencies of the Govern- 
ment, may not and cannot inquire into questions of a personal belief or 
association, 

The CHarrman. Doctor, I am sure your mother would not approve 
of a person being a member of an organization that was dedicated to 
the overthrow of this Government by force and violence. Again, as 
the counsel stated, we do not care to hear a long lecture from you on. 
what you believe or what questions you think are proper or 

Dr. Wortis. Senator—— 

The CuairrmMan,. May I finish, sir? 

Dr. Wortts. Yes. 

The CuarrmMan. This committee is not interested now, nor has it 
ever been interested in the beliefs of you or any other writer, scientist, 

educator, but it is interested in whether you, as well as other 
scientists, writers, and educators, are participants in a world con- 
spiracy against the peace, security, and welfare of the people of the 
world, and particularly the people of the United States, whose sons 
are now giving their lives to defend this country against that con- 
spiracy. That’s what we are interested in. 
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Dr. Wortis. Yes, sir. I understand your views and as an American, 
as a Senator, I would strongly defend your right to express your 
views, but I must insist that I, too, as an American and as a citizen, 
must maintain my right to express or withhold my views, including 
my political views, whenever I see fit. 

But in addition to the constitutional considerations involving the 
first amendment, I would like, Senator, to add this: 

As a scientist I share with many, I would venture to say with most 
American scientists, a very deep resentment that in recent years scien- 
tists have been called upon by this and similar bodies to be answer- 
able for their personal beliefs, political views, and associations. 1 
would like to remind you that important scientific bodies related to 
my own field of interest have taken a similar stand. The American 
Psychological Association has spoken out against loyalty oaths and 
inquiries into personal beliefs. The group for the advancement of 
psychiatry, a very distinguished and select body, took a similar stand 
in defense of our threatened civilian liberties, the American Associa- 
tion of University Professors has taken a similar stand. 

I notice in this morning’s newspaper, that an allied field, the field 
of social work, has through its spokesman, Dr. Eduard C. Lindeman, 
who stated that “if McCarthyism continues to make progress, our 
self-introspection will become so intense that a schizophrenic profes- 
sion W ill be the end result.” 

The Cuairnman. You refer to scientists. Scientists do not stand in 
any special category as far as this committee is concerned. But we 
do know, and it is a matter of public record, that the scientists have 
been great contributors to the Communist advancement in scientific 
research, particularly the atomic bomb, and might I remind you that 
scientists working in this country are primarily ‘responsible for giving 
the secrets of this Nation to Communist Russia. 

Dr. Worris. That may or may not be, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You know it is true. What do you mean, it may 
or may not be? 

Dr. Worrts. I merely add it has no relevance to my presence here. 

The CHairman. Again I want you to answer the question that you 
were asked. 

Dr. Worrts. May I be permitted to conclude my reasons for the 
stand ¢ 

The CuarrmMan. One reason will be recognized. We don’t have the 
time to hear long dissertations from scientists and lecturers and writers 
and teachers. We will recognize your right to refuse to answer under 
the fifth amendment; but your other reasons are not valid as far as 
this committee is concerned and will not be recognized. 

Dr. Worrtis. But do I have the right to state those reasons regardless 
of whether 

The Cuairman. If you can state them very briefly. We don’t want 
a long lecture. We want to know whether you are a member of the 
Communist Party which is a conspiracy to overthrow this Govern 
ment. 

Dr. Wortts. I will conclude as briefly as I can to give my reasons 
for refusing to answer. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Proceed. 
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Dr. Worris. I am especially proud that as a psychiatrist the Presi- 
dent of the American Psychiatrie Association at the annual meeting 
of the American Psychiatric Association held in Los Angeles a few 
weeks ago, took a very firm and definite stand against, I quote, “The 
rising fears of the hour due to the degrading of inquiry into inquisi- 
tions.” and he minced no words in declaring that interrogations, in- 
quisitions, this medieval character, threaten the individual, the free- 
dom of science, in this country. I ‘would like, in addition to my feel- 
ings as a scientist against this unwarranted intrusion into scientific 
activities, to add as a psychiatrist I have had opportunities to see what 
havoc this type of inquiry and all of the related hysteria has done to 
the minds and to the mental stability of American people. 

[ have seen good people, small Government employees, who have 

taken out the cheapest insurance they could find in the TWO tremble 
with fear and have sleepless nights because of the current hysteria 
to which this type of inquiry is so largely contributing. I have seen 
elderly women, frail women, who have done no more than or ganize 
local peace committees because they were fearful of their children, 
harassed and hounded into sleeplessness and into suicidal depressions 
because of the current hysteria to which this committee and its activi- 
ties is contributing, so that as a psychiatrist interested in the mental 
aaa in the moral climate of this country, I wish to express very 

“al and serious concern, which my colleagues in large part share with 
me, that inquisitions of ‘this sort are contributing to the nervousness, 
to the insecurity, to the breakdown, yes, and in some cases to the suicide 
of American citizens. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, you realize that you are saying all that in 
connection with one simple question that has been put to you, namely, 
were you a member of the Communist Party when you were a teacher 
at the Jefferson School of Social Science in New York in the year 
1947. 

Dr. Wortts. I do not regard this question as a simple one. I think 
it is a keystone of a whole structure of activities and procedures, 
which are threatening the individual, the freedom and the welfare of 
Americans, because it is not only Communists who are directly con- 
cerned in this matter. 

Committees of this sort, I know, move from the question of whether 
you are a Communist habitually to the question of whether you have 
any ideas which might be regarded as communism, and then move 
on to the question of whether you have any friends who might be 
Communists. 

Mr. Morris. May I break in now? We have been very liberal in 
allowing you to talk here. The point is we are trying to ‘find out, as 
Senator. Jenner said, not about your v1 iews, not stout your political 


ideas, not about your past association, but "whether or not at a cer- 
tain period in your career you were in fact an organized member of 
the Communist Party. Will you please answer the question ? 
Dr. Wortis. I will conclude my answer in a matter of 2 or 3 minutes. 
Mr. Morris. No, you will answer the question directly, please, Dr. 
Wortis. 
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Dr. Wortts. May I answer in my own fashion ? 

Mr. Morris. You have been given ample opportunity to be heard 
now. 

Mr. Cammer, you understand these proceedings and I wish you 
would advise your client we are trying to be as liberal as possible in 
giving him an opportunity to answer. 

Dr. Worrts. For the reasons I have already stated and in addition 
because I do not wish to be party to any attempt to compel any Ameri- 
can citizen, including myself, to testify against himself, I must decline 
to answer that question with this qualification : 

I will reluctantly and with a good deal of hesitation largely because 
of the welfare of my patients and patients’ families are involved, and 
I have hundreds and hundreds of mentally retarded children waiting 
for attention from me and my associates, I would declare, lest my work 
be endangered as it has so often been endangered after scientists have 
been subpenaed before this body, I will declare that during the period 
of my present hospital associations I have not been a member of the 
Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. What was the last thing you said? 

Dr. Worris. That during the period of my present hospital asso- 
ciation—— 

Mr. Morris. That is the last 2 or 3 months you are talking about? 

The Cnamman. That is not the question. You are an intelligent 
man. You can answer that question. You have had plenty of time. 
We have been very patient with you, if you please. We are not in- 
terested in your views. Will you answer the question whether or not 
you were a member of the Communist Party when you were a lecturer 
at the Jefferson School in 1947 ? 

Dr. Wortis. I must decline to answer that, Senator Jenner, for the 
reasons previously stated. 

The Cuatmrman. The reasons previously stated are not recognized 
by thiscommittee. It is all right for you to state them. We do recog- 
nize your rights under the fifth amendment. Do you exercise your 
right under the fifth amendment ? 

Dr. Wortis. In addition to the other reasons I have included the 
privilege under the fifth amendment. 

The Cuarrman. In other words, if you would give an honest answer 
to that question, you might tend to incriminate yourself; is that 
correct ? 

Dr. Worrtts. I prefer, Senator Jenner, the words of the Constitu- 
tion which says that under the fifth amendment a man m: ty not be com- 
pelled to testify against himself. 

The CuatrMan. We will accept that. Thank you. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, did you contribute an article in the No- 
vember 1949 issue of Masses and Mainstream ? 

Dr. Wortts. Yes; I did. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you contributed that article to Masses and Mainstream which : appeared 
in the issue of November 1949? 

Dr. Wortts. I must decline to answer that for the reasons previously 
stated. 
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The Cuarrman. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, this article runs about six paragraphs, 
I wonder if it might be put into the record. 

The Cuarrman. It may go in the record and become a part of our 
record. 

(The article referred to follows :) 


[From Masses and Mainstream, November 1949] 


ForuM : THREE VIEWS OF PSYCHONANALYSIS 
tk 1K * * * * a 


JOSEPH WORTIS 


Almost everybody now agrees that neuroses are social products, and most 
readers of Masses and Mainstream probably feel by now that Freud’s views on 
many basic questions are beavily tainted, to say the least, by individualism, 
subjectivism, and idealism. But even with Freudianism disposed of as a 
vestige of the past, it is likely that Masses and Mainstream readers will now be 
offered a number of psychoanalytic alternatives, ranging from slight variations 
on the Freudian theme to bold individual adventures in novel and anti-Freudian 
psychotherapy claiming to cure neuroses better and quicker than the Freudians 
can. In New York and Los Angeles this has by now become a common type 
of activity attracting not only left-wing doctors, but a large number of social 
workers, psychologists, teachers, or other people who have been analyzed them- 
selves and have then equipped themselves for this type of work. 

All of these “progressive” psychoanalysts, it seems to me, share certain views 
in common which may be enumerated as follows: 

Most mental illness has psychological causes. 

Most people are more or less neurotic. 

Most psychological disorders must be cured by psychological means. 
Treatment by psychological means is psychother apy. 

The basis for the practice of psyce hotherapy is to be psychoanalyzed oneself. 

These people generally believe in the unconscious, or if they do not, they believe 
in very obscure and very complex forces that drive people into neurotic entangle- 
ments which cannot be unraveled without psychotherapeutic help. They also 
believe that neuroses, if untreated, may turn into psychoses like dementia 
praecox, With all its harrowing associations, and that many common physical 
ailments have psychological causes. Pavlov and physiology play no part in 
their thinking. A public lecture by any one of them on the psychological conse- 
quences of capitalism leaves many in the audience frightened and palpitating, 
with no alternative but to place themselves and their families at the disposal of 
the already overtaxed facilities of the lecturer. 

I believe all this has created a completely confusing and intolerable situation. 
Our bewildered middle class, even with the friendliest feelings toward socialism 
and progress, grows more confused and less resolute, and as their own economic 
crisis deepens cry out in despair, “Where shall we turn for help?” The rank 
and file of the working class is already too poor eyen to pose this type of problem. 

Mankind, according to Marx, always sets itself only such tasks as it can 
solve. Toward a solution of the tasks presented by this situation may I 
suggest : 

That the widespread discontent and bewilderment of our middle class be 
treated as a social rather than a medical problem, 

2. That reason and consciousness be accorded full dignity and that the con- 
cept of the unconscious be attacked. 

3. That active educational measures, mutual criticism, practical help and 
enlightened activity in large measure supplant individual psychotherapy. 

4. That a sharp distinction be made between the truly medical forms of mental 
disorder and the common psychological problems of our day. 

There will be a small residue of complex cases that require a more cautious 
approach. But I believe that Masses and Mainstream, as a medium of popular 
education, should be careful lest it contribute to the reactionary tactic of driv- 
ing our middle class wholesale into the blind alley of the psychiatric office. 


—_ 
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Dr. Wortis. May I request that this brief statement by the Presi- 
dent of our American Psychiatric Association be included in the 
record ? 

The CuatrMan. Surely. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 


[From the New York Times, May 5, 1953] 
Ristnc Fears HEtp A Pert. TO ScreNCE 
PSYCHIATRISTS’ COAST MEETING HEARS A CALL TO STAND FIRM AGAINST AUTHORITIES 
(By Murray Illson) 


Los ANGELES, May 4.—American scientific progress is in serious danger today 
because of fear-inspired rumors, unjust accusations and ill-advised investiga- 
tions growing out of the tensions of the cold war, Dr. D. Ewen Cameron, president 
of the American Psychiatric Association, warned today. 

Speaking at the association’s 109th annual meeting, Dr. Cameron declared 
the modern conceptions of man and his relations to the world were now under 
intense scrutiny. He called on scientists to stand fast against the authoritarian 
forces of both the right and the left that would destroy free inquiry. 

Making the opening speech at the 5-day conference, which is being attended 
by 3,500 psychiatrists from the United States and Canada, Dr. Cameron asserted 
the “rising fears of the hour” and the “degrading of inquiry into inquisitions” 
were warning signs the same authoritarian forces that has conquered other 
nations were increasing in this country. 

Dr. Cameron, who is professor of psychiatry at the McGill University Medical 
School in Montreal, told his listeners they must be unrestingly alert to protect 
themselves against “contagion by hostility and anxiety, forces which our long 
history has shown to have been far more destructive of human life than any 
plague.” 

After asserting there were few gifts that could be given to neighbors and 
fellow citizens in these days that were greater than “steadfastness of mind,” 
he went on to say: 

“One thinks of chance meetings of already huddling little groups of men 
and women—afraid to look, to speak, to act, save in accepted form; afraid to 
tread off the beaten track, afraid to be different, for difference is danger. One 
thinks of nien at great universities who will not speak out on controversial 
subjects—and those who will not these days speak out against error and fear 
and hate may never speak again in freedom’s name.” 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a woman named Rose Wortis, 
W-o-r-t-i-s ¢ 

Dr. Worrts, Yes; I do. 

Mr. Morris. Who is Rose Wortis? 

Dr. Worrts. She is distantly related to me. I don’t know at the 
moment whether she is a first or second cousin. 

Mr. Morris. When did you last see Rose Wortis? 

Dr. Worrtts. I must decline to answer that for the reasons pre- 
viously given. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Mandel, will you give us a short sketch of the 
Communist career of Rose Wortis? 

Mr. Manpet. I would like to put into the record, as shown by the 
Daily Worker, official organ of the Communist Party, the following 
positions of Rose Wortis in the Communist Party: 
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Member of the Cadre and Review Commission of the Communist 
Party, that is, the disciplinary body of the C ommunist Party. 

Member of the National Committee; member of the Political Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party; Communist candidate for Comptrol- 
ler of the city of New York, 1932, 1934; present at the Communist 
Party convention and a member of its committee; candidate for 
justice of supreme court in New York City in 1936; member of the 
Central Committee of the Communist Party in 1937; Chairman of 
the Trade ae Department of the Communist Party in 1938; mem- 
ber of the National Campaign Committee of the C ommunist Party 
in 1940 and Communist candidate for office in 1931 in New York 
City. 

Dr. Worris. Mr. Morris, may I comment on that? Iam a reader 
of much of the literature appearing in foreign countries and as you 
no doubt know, inquiries of this sort are getting what could be called 
an extremely bad press abroad. 

I am fearful for the re presentation of this country when it happens 
in a committee of this sort, the activities of a first or second cousin are 
adduced to defame and smear the character of an individual against 
whom no charges whatsoever are brought. I think it’s a sinful thing. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, the issue very simply is this: 

You have been invoking your fifth amendment privilege to the 
questions put to you, in 1947, and 1949, 1 think your position is that 
you aré not presently a member of the Communist Party. 

Dr. Worris. That is correct. 

Mr. Morris. To what extent back you are going to take that posi- 
tion remains to be seen, but this committee wants to know when you 
last met with and associated with Rose Wortis, who Mr. Mandel has 
described as an important leader of the Communist Party, and we 
want that information with a view toward determining whether or 
not you are presently maintaining Communist associs tions. 

Dr. Worris. You are repeating the question, Mr. Morris. I am re- 
peating the answer, again with an insistence that bringing in the activi- 
ties of a first or second cousin in relationship to a person who is ap- 
pearing as a witness seems to me to be not only unfair, but very 
questionable legal procedure, if legal procedures prevail here. 

Mr. Morris. You understand that Rose Wortis is brought in as an 
important functionary of the Communist Party and not as a first or sec- 
ond cousin of yours. 

Dr. Worris. What does that have to do with me? 

Mr. Morris. Because we are trying to find out when you last saw 
this person. 

Dr. Worris. And I decline to answer because I feel it is not only 
irrelevant but again it is an effort to countermand the interests of the 
fifth amendment of the Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Did you write this book, Soviet Psychiatry, published 
by Williams & Wilkins in 1950 ¢ 

Dr. Wortis. Yes. That’s the book I spoke of a few minutes ago. 

Mr. Morris. When you wrote that book were you a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Dr. Wortis. I must decline to answer that for the grounds previ- 
ously given. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, did you use firsthand sources in compiling 
the manuser ipt of this book ? 


SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 1041 


Dr. Wortts. I was not able to visit the Soviet Union, if that is what 
you mean by firsthand sources. The information is drawn prima- 
rily from the scientific literature available to me, plus such additional 
information as I could get from any conceivable source that might add 
to our knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, would you describe it as an unfair descrip- 
tion of this book to say that this is a completely invidious comparison 
between conditions existing in the Soviet Union and conditions exist- 
ing throughout the Western World? 

Dr. Wortts. I would prefer to leave the judgment of that matter 
to my colleagues who are most competent to judge such a book. I 
would like to quote from a review which appeared in the Journal of 
the American Medical Association, dated December 2, 1950, which 
described the book as monumental and adds 

Mr. Morris. Who wrote the review now? 

Dr. Worrts. The review is unsigned as are all the reviews in the 
Journal of the AMA. It states in two sentences: 





Those who know the language, who have visited the hospitals and talked to 
some of the leading psychiatrists referred to in the book, can attest that Wortis’ 
presentation is accurate. One must admire the industry of a man who had the 
patience and zeal to condense the literature of a generation in so prolific a field 
as neuropsychiatry into so useful a book. 

Mr. Morris. To your knowledge, do you know who wrote that par- 
ticular review ¢ 

Dr. Wortis. I do not, sir. 

Mr. Morris. You do not? 

Dr. Wortis. No. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, do you think it is appropriate if we 
put into the record at this time some excerpts from the book just to 
give the general idea of what it is. I realize in doing that this is 
subject to possibly an unfair selection, so if we put some sections 
in the record, Dr. Wortis, I wish you would let us know what addi- 
tional sections you would like to go into the record. 

By this we are trying to give and put into our record a general flavor 
of what you are writing in your book, Soviet Psychi: atry. 

Dr. Worrts. Yes. May I suggest that the following very brief 
excerpts from the book be included. From my preface—these may 
already be included, but if they are not, I hope they will be included: 

I do not, however, agree with all the things that Soviet psychiatrists say, 
and they are, indeed, not always in agreement with each other. 

The Cuairman. Proceed with the excerpts from the book, 

Mr. Morris. May we just put them in the record ? 

The Cuatrrman. Yes; we will put them in the record. 

(The excerpts referred to follow :) 

Soviet PsyCHIATRY 
Publisher, Williams and Wilkins 
By Joseph Wortis, M. D. 

(Publisher’s Foreword :) 

* * * He chose rather to approach his material in a spirit of sympathetic 
interest (p. vii). 


* * * But the reader must bear in mind that the material is gleaned almost 
entirely from Soviet publications that reflect Soviet national policy (although 
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the policy changes from time to time) and that it is primarily intended to depict 
the Soviet point of view (p. vii). 

* * * Its information is even more important for those who can see nothing 
good in Russia than for those who can see nothing wrong (p. vii). 

(Preface :) 

* * * My father was born there, but I seemed to start with the linguistic 
handicap of being born here, and—to make matters worse—I have never even 
been to Russia (p. ix). 

* * * T can only plead on my behalf that I found the study interesting and 
rewarding and hope the reader does too. I have been interested in Soviet 
psychiatry for a long time and read what I could about it. When Dr. Stuart 
Mudd, the chairman of the American-Soviet Medical Society, returned from 
the Soviet Union in 1946 with several recent Russian psychiatric books and asked 
if I thought them worth presenting to American readers, I replied that ineed they 
were, * * * (p. ix). 

* * * “T would like to visit the U. S. S. R.” I told a Soviet consular official, 
“because I think we American scientists may learn thing from you” (p. ix). 

* * * | tried to arrange for a visit to the U. 8S. S. R. to see things for my- 
sr, + 3 (o's) 

* * * Suspected friends of the Soviet Union were denied entry to the 
USA, * * * (p=). 

* * * the American-Soviet Medical Society had collected a sizable library of 
the more recent medical literature and our Army Library was relatively well 
stocked with Russian material (p. x). 

* * * this is a study of Soviet psychiatry approached in a spirit of sym- 
pathetic interest; the Soviet scientists are credited here with an earnest regard 
for human welfare, and their trials, tribulations, uncertainties, reversals, and 
victories are on the whole credited with worthy aims (p. x). 

* * * The Soviet Union is sometimes depicted as a monolithic giant perma- 
nently imbedded in fixed Marxian dogma (p. x and xi). 

* * * “We shall not perish,’ wrote Lenin once, “for we do not fear to speak 
of our weakness and will learn to overcome them” (p. xi). 

* * * The few accounts in English of Soviet psychiatric work by Bekhterev, 
by Luriia, or by the visiting American psychoanalyst, Frankwood E. Williams 
Oe PEN 

* * * For source material and for helpful comment I am indebted to * * * 
Harold Berman, * * * Harry Martel, * * * H. Grundfest, and Harry Wells 
(p. xi). 

* * * T also wish to acknowledge my indebtedness to Dr. Stuart Mudd and 
other friends in the American-Soviet Medical Society, to Bernard Koten of the 
American-Russian Institute and to Helen Black of the Preslit Agency (p. xi). 

(Introduction :) 

Soviet psychiatry can be best understood if it is related to three basic sources 
of influence: (1) its Socialist setting in a broad framework of public health serv- 
ices; (2) its conformity with the general principles of dialectical materialism 
oe. (eo Rr). 

Soviet psychiatrists, like scientists everywhere, regard themselves as people 
of principle (p. 1). 

Dialectical materialism’ is not a system of thought contrived by Marx and 
E nge ‘ls to which Soviet science is required to conform * * * (p. 2). 

° * It is a statement of broad scientific principles which, in their general 
form, have relevance to all the scientific discipline * * * (p. 2). 

* * * Soviet psychiatrist feels an obligation to understand the historical de- 
velopment and laws of movement of society * * * (p. 4). 

* * * Lenin’s so-called theory of reflection, as we shall see, has great im- 
portance for psychology (p. 5). 

* * * “The standpoint of life, of practice,” wrete Lenin, “should be first and 
fund: iment il in the theory of knowledge. 

ees . Marx, Karl, Theses on F euerbach, in Marx and Engels: The German 
Ideolog - 199. International, N. Y., 1939, 214 pp. 

7. Marx, Karl, A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy. Interna- 
tional Library Publishing Co., N. Y., 1904 (p. 6). 

1Stalin, J.. Chapter IV—Dialectical and Historical Materialism in: History of the 
Communist Party of the Soviet Union. International, New York, 1939, 863 pp.; chap. IV 
also published as a separate booklet. 


5 Lenin, V. L., Selected Works, vol. XI, p. 205; quoted in; M. Rosenthal and P. Yudin (ed, 
by Howard Selsam), Handbook of Philosophy, International, N. Y., p. 120, 1949 (p. 5). 
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* * * Psychiatry, therefore, like any other system of science or ideas, is hound 
to reflect the influence of its social setting, and it does this in at least two ways: 
(1) by reflecting the class contradiction through opposing schools of thought, 
and (2) by demonstrating that by and large the ruling class will tend to deter- 
mine the prevailing system of ideas. Moreover the very psychology of human 
beings in a capitalist class society is also bound to reflect these contradictions, 
though here too by and large one’s class position will tend to determine the 
prevailing elements in one’s psychology. Needless to say Marx has elaborated 
and qualified these basic propositions in a very detailed and complex way in 
many writings, and their applicability in any particular circumstances depends 
on the concrete social and historical factors at the moment (p. 7). 

Note: The Selected Correspondence of Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, p. 
475. International, N. Y., 1942. 551 pp. (p. 7). 

Note: 9 Stalin J., op. cit. 10 Rochester, Anna, Lenin on the Agrarian Ques- 
tion, p. 1386. International, N. Y., 1942. 224 pp. (p. 8). 

Note: 11. Zhdanov, A. A., On the History of Philosophy. Political Affairs, 
p. 344, Apr. 1948. From Bolshevik, Aug. 30, 1947 (p. 8). 

* * * This typical Soviet attitude is reflected in a remark of Andrei A. Gro- 
myko in the course of a recent U. N. Assembly debate,” “It has long been a well- 
known fact that people in palaces think differently from those in huts” (p. 9). 

The Soviet Marxist psychiatrist sees himself as a servant of the people, as a 
unit in an integrated system of health services which in turn is part of a planned 
socialist economy. Since there is no longer any private ownership of the means 
of production in the U. 8. 8. R., and since the workers themselves own and appro- 
priate all they produce, the Soviet psychiatrist identifies his interests completely 
with these working people—or as he would say—with the working class (p. 9). 

* * * What happens to dissident scientific opinion in the U. 8. 8. R.? Dis- 
sident opinion is tolerated in the Soviet Union, just as it is here * * * p. 10). 

* * * The supposed “regimentation” of Soviet sicence is based upon just such 
happenings as these * (p. 10). 

* * * Just as Soviet man emerges with new qualities in his new society, so 
too must Soviet psychology reflect the influences of the new society in its methods 
of work and in its theories (p. 24). 

* * * Article 119: Citizens of the U. S. S. R. have the right to rest. 

The right to rest is ensured by the reduction of the working day to 7 hours 
for the overwhelming majority of the workers, the institution of annual vaca- 
tions with pay for workers and other employees, and the provision of a wide 
network of sanatoria, rest homes and clubs serving the needs of the working 
people (p. 48). 

Article 120: Citizens of the U. S. S. R. have the right to material security in 
old age and also in case of sickness or loss of capacity to work. 

This right is ensured by the wide development of social insurance of workers 
and other employees at state expense, free medical service for the working 
people, and the provision of a wide network of health resorts at the disposal 
of the working people (p. 48). 

Article 122: Women in the U. 8S. S. R. are accorded equal rights with men in 
all spheres of economic, state cultural, social and political life (p. 43). 

* * * Tt is sufficient for our present purposes to recognize that all medical 
eare, including psychiatrie care, in the U. 8S. S. R. is completely free and that a 
variety of psychiatric hospital, outpatient and other special facilities, all to be 
described below, have been provided under local, state, and federal jurisdiction 
(p. 44). 

Note: Williams, F. F., Russia, Youth and the Present Day World, p. 29. 
able per capita as the United States of America * * * (p. 46). 

* * * Although the U. S. 8S. R. has about as many general hospital beds avail- 
able per capita as the United States of America (p. 46). 

* * * Soviet psychiatrists, as we have seen, constantly stress the desirability 
of home care wherever feasible (p. 48). 

* * * In commenting on the superb psychiatric health record of the Red Army, 
Wilder Penfield observed: “The incidence of neurosis is low because they have 
an ample supply of its specific antidote, i. e., high morale. This antidote is not 
produced by psychiatrists, any more than it is by the surgeons, either in the 
2% Gromyko, Andrei, New York Times, April 14, 1949, p. 4. 


13* * * You can check on their work, where they are working, and what they are 
doing.” See p. 43 of Speaking of Peace, the proceedings of the Cultural and Scientific 
Conference for World Peace in New York, March 1949. Orbeli, also an active opponent of 
Lysenko, is still head of the Pavlov Institute, and was author of the leading article in the 
Pavlov Anniversary issue (No. 5) of Nevropatologiia 1 Psikhiatriia in 1949 (p. 11). 
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Soviet Union or elsewhere.” This the prevailing point of view in Soviet 
psychiatry. “Prevention of mental disease consists primarily of the removal of 
the conditions which lead to mental illness in improving the conditions of work 
and of existence, which in the USSR presents boundless possibilities” “” (p. 62). 
* * * For the past 10 years at least, so far as I am aware, there has been no 
general sponsorship of psychoanalysis by anybody in the Soviet Union (p. 75). 
* * * Prankwood E. Williams, the late American psychoanalyst, after traveling 
10,000 miles over Russia, was moved to reconsider some of his own basic con- 
cepts. Mental hygiene, he reflected, could no longer be narrowed down to a 
question of mental hospitals and clinics, court and prison psyciatrists and the 
like. Instead, he wrote, “mental hygiene must have to do with keeping well 
people well, of so organizing life and the emotional development of the indi- 
vidual that the anxieties and fears that lead to defensive reactions on his part 
and which end in inefficiency, unhappiness and often illness and anti-Social 
conduct, be minimized, so that he may be in position to contribute of his best. Is 
it possible that this idea, which has such feeble recognition in America, where 
our energy goes so preponderately into the rehabilitation of the population that 
has got into difficulty—in our efforts to solve the ‘crime’ problem, the ‘problem 
of the feebleminded’ and half a dozen other problems—is it possible that Russia 
is thinking in terms of 100 percent of the population, of mental hygiene in a 
positive instead of a negative sense?” “ 

Smith, Anna Kalet, Report of U. 8S. Children’s Bureau: Health and Welfare 
Service for Mothers and Children in the Union at the Soviet Socialist Republics, 
from original sources. Vol. 40, No. 1, Wash., D. C., 1945 (p. 106). 

Physical punishment is forbidden and appears to be actually nonexistent in 
the Soviet schools. Rose Maurer, a special student of Soviet Child care, during 
a two-year residence in the Soviet Union never saw a Soviet child spanked or 
roughly handled by any adult (“not that provocation was lacking’) (p. 113). 

1. Berman, Harold J. The Challenge of Soviet Law. Harvard Law Review, 
62 : 220,449 ;1948 and 1949. 

Vyshiusky, Andrei Y. The Law of the Soviet State. New York, Macmillan, 
1948. 749 pp. 

* * * The excesses of individuals in community life, said Lenin,® three are 
mainly due to the pattern of exploitation of man by man, and to the resultant 
poverty: 

With this chief cause eliminated, excesses will inevitably begin to wither away. 
We do not know how quickly or by what degrees, but we do know that they will 
wither away. And with them the state will wither away also. It will be possible 
for the state to wither completely away with society’s realization of the rule: 
from each according to his capacities, to each according to his needs; that is to 
say, when people shall be so habituated to the observance of the fundamental 
rules of community life and their labor shall be so productive that they will 
voluntarily labor according to their capacities (p. 210). 

* * * The basic unit in the Soviet judiciary system is the People’s court. 
According to the Soviet constitution : 

Article 109. Peoples Courts are elected by the citizens of the district on the 
basis of universal, direct and equal suffrage by secret ballot for a term of three 
years (p. 210). 

* * * Hazard, J. N. Trends in the Soviet Treatment of Crime, Amer. Sociol. 
Rey., 5: 566, 1940 (p. 224). 

* * * T do not have figures on the actual incidence of nervous disorder in the 
Russian population. Some years ago Karanovich, head of the Section of Psychi- 
atric Service of the Commissariat of Public Health of the RSFSR—on uncertain 
grounds—declared that the incidence of mental disease is far less in the Soviet 
Union than in the capitalist countries of the West. In 1937, he said, there were 
three mental patients for every thousand persons in the USSR, compared with 
ten in Italy, eight in Germany, and seven in the United States at that time. 
38 Moscow Daily News, Apr. 22, 1937, quoted by Sigerist, op. cit., p. 96 (p. 227). 

* * * American psychiatry, in comparison, has much to be proud of, but the 
picture of our general provision for psychiatric needs is not a happy one. Ina 
recent summary of the situation by William Menninger,’ recent President of the 





% Penfield, Wilder, loc. cit. (See p. 42, footnote 1.) 

* Giliarovskii, V. (Mental Disease). Bolshaia Sovetskaia Entsiklopediia, 47: 501, 
Moscow, 1940 (p. 62). 

* Williams, Frankwood E., Russia, Youth and the Present-Day Wor!d. Farrar and 
Rinehart, N. Y., 1934, 270 pp. 

8 Lenin, V. I. Sochinennia (works) 21: 432, 436. Quoted in Vyshinsky, A. Y. The law 
of the Soviet State. p.60. MacMillan, N. Y., 1948, 749 pp. 

7 Menninger, W. C., Facts and Statistics of Significance for Psychiatry. Bulletin of the 
Menninger Clinic, Dec. 1, 1948. 
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American Psychiatrie Association, the following facts were presented (p. 228): 

* * * To the Russian reader it does not connote bias or a distortion of objective 
truth. Rosenthal and Yudin'’s Soviet Marxist “Handbook of Philosophy” (1 
quote from the English edition, edited by Selsam) declares: “Truth is the cor- 
respondence of human knowledge with its object” (p. 239). 

* * * When a Soviet Marxist speaks of Bolshevist partisanship he means 
partisanship on the side of objective truth, with a full realization of all its class 
implications. 

In class society philosophy outside of and above class and party does not exist. 
Philosophy and science are always utilized by this or that group as a spiritual 
weapon in the class struggle. Leading Marxist thinkers always have emphasized 
the partisan character of dialectical materialism and the equally partisan or 
class character of its opponents (p. 240). 

* * * Mutual criticism is now regarded in the Soviet Union as a normal, neces- 
sary, and important feature of their mode of life (p. 240). 

* * * On Pedological Distortions in the Commissariats of Education. 

A Resolution of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the Soviet 
Union July 4, 1936 (p. 242). 

* * * B. For A Marxist Approach to Problems of Psychology, by V. Kolbanov- 
skii (p. 286). 

* * * Soviet psychology must be truly scientific and must be based upon Marx- 
ist-Leninist philosophy as well as upon the achievements of materialist natural 
science. Soviet psychology must develop a Marxist history of psychology, must 
critically examine and cast aside all the rubbish, the reactionary ideas of the 
traditional idealist psychology as well as its vulgarized materialism. With 
uncompromising sharp Party partisanship it must criticize modern trends in 
bourgeois psychology, exposing the reactionary, class character of the most 
advanced, the most fashionable bourgeois theories which serve the reactionary 
aims of imperialism (p. 290). 

* * * Thus Lenin provides a clear and complete solution of the problem 
(p. 291). 

The Leontiev Critique: For Bolshevist Partisanship in Questions of Psychology. 

M. N. Maslina: 

Under present conditions the Marxist-Leninist treatment of problems of psy- 
chology assumes very timely significance. Our ideological struggle against 
pseudoscientifie and reactionary bourgeois theories and influences in psychology 
has not yet been sufficiently developed. Soviet psychologists have not yet exposed 
the pseudoscientific concepts of bourgeois psychology to sharp and relentless 
criticism. 

* * * One of the important problems of contemporary psychology appears to 
be the problem of psychological evolution. Only Soviet psychology, basing itself 
on dialectical and historical materialism, is capable of finding a real answer to 
this question (p. 295). 

* * * Soviet psychologists have not yet given close attention to such important 
matters as the investigation of the psychological characteristics of the Soviet 
human being, or the study of the psychological traits of the Soviet people in the 
period of gradual transition from socialism to communism, They have not been 
able to describe the “new high qualities of the Soviet people’,” they have not 
helped the government “to correctly educate the youth, to answer their questions, 
to guide the new generation to a hearty confidence in its activity, fearless of 
reverses and ready to overcome all obstacles” * (p. 296). 

* * * The feelings and desires of such people—founders of a new society, crea- 
tive people, masters of their own life, a fighting people, rising to the defense of 
their socialist fatherland and of all progressive humanity—their feelings and 
desires are qualitatively different from those of the people of capitalist society 
(p. 298). 

Mr. Morris. If anyone wants to see the excerpts, they will be avail- 
able here. 

Dr. Wortis. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, whether in view of your 
statement that you are not interested in my opinions, whether an 
inquiry into a scientific work of this sort does not constitute an inter- 

* Report of Comrade A. Zhdanov on the Journals Zvesda and Leningrad, p. 36. 
Gospolitizdat, 1946. 


*“ From the decree of the Central Committee of the Communist Party on Aug, 14, 1946, 
on the Journals Zvesda and Leningrad in: Bolshevik No. 15: 12, 1946 (p. 296). 
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est in factual matters in science and interpretation of such scientific 
matters by competent scholars. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, is that a question ? 

Dr. Wortis. Yes. It seems to me inconsistent. 

Mr. Morris. One of the necessary assignments of such a committee 

as this is if there is evidence that a certain person is a member of 
the Communist Party and that member is given an opportunity to 
deny that allegation or deny the evidence or an opportunity to answer 
questions about it, we sometimes take the writings of that particular 
person at that time, not as an inquiry into his views, but as samples of 
what such a person has contributed to the educational stream of life, 
and it was in that context that that was put into the record. 

Dr. Wortis. Since the activity of the committee has so often served 
to smash scientific careers, to defame characters, and since you speak 
of allegations that I am a member of the Communist Party, may I 
ask what specifically those allegations are? 

Mr. Morris. This man was shown to be on the faculty of the Com- 
munist training school in New York, and he was asked if he was a 
member of the Communist Party at that time and he has refused 
to answer. 

The CuHammMan. We understand. 

Dr. Wortis. I have also spoken among anti-Communist groups. 
Does that mean, therefore, that I am an anti-Communist ? 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a few questions of 
this witness. 

The CuarrmMan. You may proceed. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a psychiatrist named Frankwood E. 
Williams? 

Dr. Worrtts. I do not. 

Mr. Morris. You never met Frankwood Williams ? 

Dr. Wortts. I have not. I must add to the best of my recollection, 
because he died many years ago. It’s possible I met him. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the American-Soviet Science 
Society / 

Dr. Wortts. You have the name wrong, I believe, Mr. Morris. There 
was in existence during the war and for a short period afterward 
an American-Soviet Medical Society. Is that what you are refer- 
ring to? 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of that ? 

Dr. Wortts. I believe I was. 

Mr. Morris. You were associated with the Veterans’ Administra- 
tion, were you not, Dr. Wortis? 

Dr. Wortts. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. Morris. Will you tell us about your assignment with the Vet- 
erans’ Administration ¢ 

Dr. Wortis. Yes, I'd be glad to. Shortly after the war—I don’t re- 
member the exact time—I was invited to be a member of the visiting 
staff of the Kingsbridge Veterans’ Administration Hospital where 1 
set upa treatment ward similar to what I had been accustomed to run 
at Bellevue Hospital and there, too, I trained physicians and treated 
patients and continued a period of very useful service. Upon under- 
taking the contract to write this book, as I said before, I took leave 
from all of my hospital affiliations and was reassigned at that time to 
the local Brooklyn office of the Veterans’ Administration where I was 
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appointed as field examiner and I don’t know whether the appoint- 
ment is still in force. 

In recent years I have had very little time to do that type of work, 
but I would like in relationship to the Veterans’ Hospital to read two 
quotations from the chiefs of service. 

Mr. Morris. You may put those in the record. What I would like 
to know is were you a member of the Communist Party when you were 
so working for the Veterans’ Administration. 

Dr. Worrts. I must decline to answer that question on the grounds 
prev iously stated. Shall I read these two sentences ? 

The Cuatrrman. They may go in the records. 

(The quotations referred to follow :) 

VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL, 
130 West Kingsbridge Road, Bronge 63, N. Y., November 4, 1948. 
Dr. JoSEPH Wortts, 
152 Hicks Street, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

Dear Dr. Wortis: I have consulted with the personnel chief, who in turn has 
consulted with the branch office. I am informed that the procedure would be for 
the Brooklyn regional office to initiate action by writing to the branch office, ex- 
plaining that you are on duty at this hospital and requesting your services for 
the Brooklyn regional office. In this way there would be no break, no question 
of resigning and being picked up on the Brooklyn rolls. 

I hope that in spite of this change, you will be able to get up and see us some- 
times as I have come to value your services very highly. 

Best regards from the staff. 

Very truly yours, 
H. L. FLtowers, M. D., 
Chief, Newropsychiatry Service. 


VETERANS’ ADMINISTRATION HOSPITAL, 
130 West Kingsbridge Road, Brona 63, N. Y., December 17, 1948. 
JoserH Wonrtis, M. D., 
152 Hicks Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Dear Dr. Wortis: Your letter of resignation of December 8 is before me. I 
regret to have to accept your resignation, but am pleased to learn that you intend 
to maintain your affiliation with the Veterans’ Administration. 

In behalf of the local staff as well as the deans’ and consultants’ committees, 
I should like to convey my sincere appreciation of the fine service you have 
rendered here. 

Very truly yours, 
R. G. De Vor, M. D., Manager 

Mr. Morris. Did you take any oaths or affirmation of loyalty to 
the Government - the United States at that time? 

Dr. Worris. 1 don’t recall so many years ago which oaths I took 
or which affirmations I made. I would simply state that any affirma- 
tions or oaths I took were truthful. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever been asked by this same Veterans’ 
Administration whether or not you had ever been a member of the 
Communist Party ? 

Dr. Wortis. Frankly, I don’t recall, but if I did recall, I would 
decline under the same reasons that I previously stated. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, are you presently a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Dr. Wortts. No, sir, I am not. 

Mr. Morris. Dr. Wortis, were you a member of the Communist 
Party when you obtained your bachelor of arts degree from New 
York U niversity 
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Dr. Wortis. I must decline to answer all questions referring to 
my political past, and would like to say in advance I shall continue 
to decline all questions related to my political beliefs or to my 
personal associations which may have a bearing on my political 
beliefs. 

Mr. Morris. And you would give the same answer to the period 
when you served as assistant to Havelock Ellis? 

Dr. Worrts. I was never an assistant to Havelock Ellis. I could be 
described, perhaps somewhat immodestly, as a sort of protege of his. 

Mr. Morris. When you graduated from the University of Vienna 
in 1932, were you a member of the Communist Party at that time? 

Dr. Worris. As I declared before, I shall refuse steadfastly to 
allow myself to be questioned on any matter pertaining to my political 
beliefs or associations for the grounds previously stated with the 
exception that during the duration of my present hospital appoint- 
ments I have not been a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. What do you mean by the duration of your present 
hospital appointments ? 

Dr. Worris. The present appointments I hold do not go further 
back than about fall or middle of 1950, 

Mr. Morris. Did you resign from the Communist Party at that 
time. 

Dr. Worris. I must decline to answer for the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. And that would include the period that you were on 
the Johns Hopkins faculty and when you served with the United 
States Navy during the war? 

Dr. Worris. I was on the Johns Hopkins faculty in 1938 and 1939, 
I believe. That covers the period where I will decline to discuss my 
political beliefs. 

May I say among other reasons I must decline to involve my whole 
life span in this discussion because I know very well that regardless 
of what I may or may not say, overzealous informers might in good 
faith or perhaps even not in good faith construe one or another of 
my activities as proof of membership in the Communist Party and I 
have no incentive for involving myself in dangers of that character. 

The Cuatrman. Did you serve in the United States Army or 
Navy? ; 

Dr. Worris. I was in the United States Public Health Service 
assigned to the Navy Department. 

The Cuamman. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Dr. Wortts. I am sorry to waste your time, Senator Jenner, by hav- 
ing you repeat questions where I must give the same answer. I have 
to make clear I shall steadfastly continue to decline to answer all such 
questions. I can, therefore, only believe that you ask such questions 
with a view to defaming my character by innuendo. 

The Cnaiman. If you weren’t a member of the Communist Party, 
a very simple answer, no, would not defame your character. 

Dr. Worris. I am a person of principle and I feel I am called upon 
not only to defend myself but the rights of the American people. I 
want my grandchildren to be proud of me when they read the tran- 
script of this testimony. 

The Cuarmman. I am sure they will be. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 
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The CnHarmman. I have no further questions. You may stand 
aside. 

Next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin. 

The CuarrmMan. Will you be sworn to testify ? ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing is 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the tr uth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Davin. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS DAVIN, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS ATTORNEY, MILTON H. FRIEDMAN, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The Cuatrrman. You may state your full name to the committee. 

Mr. Davin. Thomas Davin. 

The Carman. Where do you reside, Mr. Davin? 

Mr. Davin. 325 East 33d Street, New York C ity. 

The Carman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, what is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Davin. I am not employed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, were you employed when you last appeared 
before this committee in executive session approximately a week ago/ 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. For whom were you employed at that time? 

Mr. Davin. By the American Diabetes Association. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do for the American Diabetes 
Association ¢ 

Mr. Davin. I was the managing editor of their publications. 

Mr. Morris. What were their publications? 

Mr. Davin. Diabetes, the Journal of the Association, and the ADA 
Forecast, which was a magazine for lay diabetics. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, did you resign as a result of your appear- 
ance in executive session before this committee ? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. I did. 

Mr. Morris. Why did you do that? 

Mr. Davin. Well, sir, I considered that it gave scandal for me to 
be called before this committee and when I received the order I im- 
mediately offered my resignation. After I was asked questions about 
medical associations here I returned and discussed with the officers 
and repeated my desire to resign so as not to possibly involve the 
association. 

Mr. Morris. You did that only after you invoked your privilege 
under the fifth amendment, did you not, Mr. Davin ? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I think the first time you appeared before this com- 
mittee you denied unqualifiedly membership in the Communist Party, 
did you not? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That was an unqualified denial, was it not? 

The CHatrman. You may consult your attorney. 

Mr. Davin (after conferring with counsel). Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. After the committee put to you questions with such 
particularity and such detail that you realized that further denial 
would be exposing you to a perjury indictment, you then asked to 
come back and modify your testimony and give a very qualified denial 
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Dr. Wortis. I must decline to answer all questions referring to 
my political past, and would like to say in advance I shall continue 
to decline all questions related to my political beliefs or to my 
personal associations which may have a bearing on my political 
beliefs. 

Mr. Morris. And you would give the same answer to the period 
when you served as assistant to Havelock Ellis? 

Dr. Worrts. I was never an assistant to Havelock Ellis. I could be 
described, perhaps somewhat immodestly, as a sort of protege of his. 

Mr. Morris. When you graduated from the University of Vienna 
in 1932, were you a member of the Communist Party at that time? 

Dr. Worris. As I declared before, I shall refuse steadfastly to 
allow myself to be questioned on any matter pertaining to my political 
beliefs or associations for the grounds previously stated with the 
exception that during the duration of my present hospital appoint- 
ments I have not been a member of the Communist Party. 

Mr. Morris. What do you mean by the duration of your present 
hospital appointme nts? 

Dr. Worris. The present appointments I hold do not go further 
back than about fall or middle of 1950, 

Mr. Morris. Did you resign from the Communist Party at that 
time. 

Dr. Worris. I must decline to answer for the grounds previously 
stated. 

Mr. Morris. And that would include the period that you were on 
the Johns Hopkins faculty and when you served with the United 
States Navy during the war? 

Dr. Worrts. I was on the Johns Hopkins faculty in 1938 and 1939, 
I believe. That covers the period where I will decline to discuss my 
political beliefs. 

May I say among other reasons I must decline to involve my whole 
life span in this discussion because I know very well that regardless 
of what I may or may not say, overzealous informers might in good 
faith or perhaps even not in good faith construe one or another of 
my activities as proof of membership i in the Communist Party and I 
have no incentive for involving myself in dangers of that character. 

The Cuairman. Did you serve in the United States Army or 
Navy? 

Dr. Wortis. I was in the United States Public Health Service 
assigned to the Navy Department. 

The Cuamman. Were you a Communist at that time? 

Dr. Worrts. I am sorry to waste your time, Senator Jenner, by hav- 
ing you repeat questions where I must give the same answer. I have 
to make clear I shall steadfastly continue to decline to answer all such 
questions. I can, therefore, only believe that you ask such questions 
with a view to defaming my character by innuendo. 

The Cuamman. If you weren’t a member of the Communist Party, 
a very simple answer, no, would not defame your character. 

Dr. Worrts. I am a person of principle and I feel I am called upon 
not only to defend myself but the rights of the American people. I 
want my grandchildren to be proud of me when they read the tran- 
script of this testimony. 

The Cuarmman. I am sure they will be. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 











SUBVERSIVE INFLUENCE IN THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 1049 


The CHarmman. I have no further questions. You may stand 
aside, 

Next witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin. 

The Cuarrman. Will you be sworn to testify? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing is 
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Davin. I do, sir. 


TESTIMONY OF THOMAS DAVIN, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED 
BY HIS ATTORNEY, MILTON H. FRIEDMAN, NEW YORK, N. Y. 


The Cuarrman. You may state your full name to the committee. 

Mr. Davin. Thomas Davin. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you reside, Mr. Davin? 

Mr. Davin. 325 East 33d Street, New York City. 

The CuarrMan. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, what is your present occupation ? 

Mr. Davin. I am not employed. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, were you employed when you last appeared 
before this committee in executive session approximately a week ago? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. For whom were you employed at that time? 

Mr. Davin. By the American Diabetes Association. 

Mr. Morris. What did you do for the American Diabetes 
Assoriation ? 

Mr. Davin. I was the managing editor of their publications. 

Mr. Morris. What were their publications ? 

Mr. Davin. Diabetes, the Journal of the Association, and the ADA 
Forecast, which was a magazine for lay diabetics. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, did you resign as a result of your appear- 
ance in executive session before this committee ? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. I did. 

Mr. Morrts. Why did you do that? 

Mr. Davin. Well, sir, I considered that it gave scandal for me to 
be called before this committee and when I received the order I im- 
mediately offered my resignation. After I was asked questions about 
medical associations here I returned and discussed with the officers 
and repeated my desire to resign so as not to possibly involve the 
association, 

Mr. Morris. You did that only after you invoked your privilege 
under the fifth amendment, did you not, Mr. Davin 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. I think the first time you appeared before this com- 
mittee you denied unqualifiedly membership in the Communist Party, 
did you not? 

Mr. Davin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. That was an unqualified denial, was it not? 

The Cuarrman. You may consult your attorney. 

Mr. Davin (after conferring with counsel). Yes, sir. 

Mr. Morris. After the committee put to you questions with such 
particularity and such detail that you realized that further denial 
would be exposing you to a perjury indictment, you then asked to 
come back and modify your testimony and give a very qualified denial 
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of Communist Party membership, and, in fact, in so doing invoked 
your privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Davin. M: ay I consult my attorney ? 

The CHamman. You may. 

Mr. Davin (after conferring with counsel). I consider that you 
may be imputing or may impute motives to me in asking to continue 
my testimony before, but I merely requested my attorney to secure a 
continuation of the testimony so I could clarify those. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, don’t misunderstand me. What I am try- 
ing to do here is to relate for the record what happened in executive- 
session testimony, so that your case would be a case of interest to this 
committee in determining a certain pattern that we are looking for. 

I just would like to know whether or not it isn’t a fact that you 
were very emphatic and very unqualified in your denials of Com- 
munist Party membership up to the point where the details of this 
Communist Party membership became so precise and so detailed then 
that you elected to come in and modify your testimony and invoke 
your privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Davin. May I consult my attorney ? 

The CHarrman. You may. 

Mr. Davin (after conferring with counsel). Sir, I cannot question 
what you have in the record, but for the motives of them I have no 
similar ideas at all. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, have you been a member of the Communist 
Party / 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds it may tend to 
incriminate me and under the rights granted me by the fifth amend- 
ment of the United States Constitution. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, what was your education? Have you any 
degrees ? 

Mr. Davin. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. What are some of the things you have done during 
your lifetime, some of the major experiences in your life? You have 
been a writer, have you not? 

Mr. Davin. No, sir; not particularly. I am mainly an editor. 

Mr. Morris. You have been on the staff of PM, for instance ? 

Mr. Davin. Yes; I was on the staff of PM. Before that I was on 
the staff of Cosmopolitan magazine; I was an associate editor; I was 
director of publications of the American Museum of Natural History, 
and received an honorary life membership for my services there. 

Mr. Morris. From the Museum of Natural History ? 

Mr. Davin. Yes. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a Communist when you were an associate 
editor of Cosmopolitan ? 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a member of a Communist cell in PM when 
you were on the staff of PM ? 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. In fact, on one occasion you boasted of the fact that 
the Communist Party had a very effective cell on the PM publication, 
did you not, Mr. Davin? 

Mr. Davrty. I decline to answer that, sir. 
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Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, have you been in charge of Catholic work 
for the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer that, sir, on the same grounds as I 
gave before. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Davin, have you ever sought to influence the pol- 
icy of Commonweal magazine ? 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. When were you last in the offices of Commonweal 
magazine? 

Mr. Davin. I decline to answer that also, sir, on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever paid Communist Party dues to a man 
named Barnaby Hotchkiss? 

Mr. Davrn. I decline to answer that, sir, on the grounds it may 
tend to incriminate me. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been active in the organization called the 
Catholic Committee for Human Rights? 

Mr. Davin. I must decline, sir, to answer that on the same grounds. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of the Communist Party, Mr. 
Davin? 

Mr. Davin. No, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you attended Communist Party meetings in the 
home of a man named Harold King, who was a New York school- 
teacher ? 

Mr. Davin. I must decline to answer that, sir, on the same grounds 
I gave previously. 

Mr. Morris. I have no more questions. 

The Cuamrman, Thank you, Mr. Davin; you may be excused. 

Next witness. 

Mr. Frrepman. Do you want to take 5 minutes? 

The CuarrMan. Surely. 

(Whereupon the committee recessed at 10:55 a. m., June 2, 1953, 
subject to call of the Chair.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 4, 1953 


Unirep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
oF THE INTERNAL Security Acr AnD Oruer INTERNAL 
Security Laws, or THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to recess, at 11:15 a. m. in room 
318, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of 
the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner and Welker. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Cuarrman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. The next witness will be Mrs. Barker. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. Barker, will you stand and be sworn ? 

Do you swear that the testimony you will give in this hearing will 
be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, so help you 
God. 

Mrs. Barker. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF MRS. ELIZABETH BARKER, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HER ATTORNEY, MORTON FRIEDMAN, NEW YORK, 
N. Y. 


The CHarrMan. Will you state your name to the committee? 

Mrs. Barker. Elizabeth Barker. 

The Cuarmman. Where do you reside, Mrs. Barker? 

Mrs. BARKER. 435 West 123d Street, New York. 

The Crairman. Let the record show that Mrs. Barker is present 
with her attorney. 

Counsel, would you state your name for the record ¢ 

Mr. Frrepman. Morton Friedman, F-r-i-e-d-m-a-n, 401 Broadway, 
New York. 

The Cuarrman. You may proceed, Mr. Morris, with the question- 
ing of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. Mrs. Barker, are you as you sit here today a member 
of the Communist Party of the United States ¢ 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds 
of the fifth amendment, and I want to say that I do so without the 
slightest apology or feeling of guilt. The fifth amendment was put in 
the Constitution by the wisdom of our Founding Fathers to defend 
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innocent persons from being forced to make statements which could 
be used, distorted, warped, taken out of context and used to incrimi- 
natethem. Therefore, I refuse on the grounds of the fifth amendment, 
because I truly believe and deeply feel that this committee and others 
might use any statement I make today to incriminate me and other 
innocent persons. 

Mr. Morris. Well, Mrs. Barker, the Daily Worker of August 31, 
1942, page 3, lists you in connection with the New York State Com- 
munist Party Committee. Now, are you the same Elizabeth Barker 
who was identified in the Daily Worker to be active in the New York 
State Communist Party Committee ? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse on the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Are you now a member of the New York State Com- 
mittee of the Communist Party ? 

Mrs. Baker. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
my privilege a r the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mrs. Barker, have you been a contributor to a 
Communist publication called Champion ? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer that question on the same grounds, 
the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morrts. Have you been an instructor in the New York Work- 
ers School? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been a teacher at the Jefferson School of 
Social Science ? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, the reason that this particular wit- 
ness was called here today was that the attention of the committee 
was called to a recent series of demonstrations and activity in New 
York City in connection with organizing parent-teachers’ associa- 
tions. 

I have here a newspaper clipping from the New York Post, an 
article by Robert G. Spivack. It 1s dated May 21, 1953. 

A group of parents from Harlem’s Public School 125 today declared invalid 
a bitterly fought PTA election in which an allegedly left-wing faction defeated 
last-minute efforts by Democratic politicians to halt what they called Com- 
munist infiltration of the organization. 

It was expected the objectors would make a formal protest to the United 
Parents Association, which is made up of delegates from each of the city’s 
PTA groups. 

UPA observers charged there were irregularities in the manner of conducting 
the election and said the allegedly left-wing incumbents appeared to be in ex- 
clusive control of the balloting. 

Were you active in that particular PTA election, Mrs. Barker? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cuatrman. Are you a member of the PTA? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of 
the fifth amendment. 

The Cnatrman. Certainly an answer to the question of whether 
or not you are a member of the Parent-Teachers Association would 
not incriminate you one way or the other, would it? 

Mrs. Barker. Sir, the fifth amendment is for the protection of in- 
nocent persons from having statements that may be used against 
them in dishonest ways, by misconstruing, by warping, by distorting, 
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by taking out of context their statements. I do not intend to make 
any statements which can so be construed, and therefore under the 
fifth amendment I plead immunity from answering questions which 
I fear may be used against me to incriminate me and other innocent 
persons. ; 

Senator Werxer. Are you married? 

Mrs. Barker. I am. 

Senator We.LkKer. What is the name of your husband ? 

Mrs. Barker. Guy Barker. 

Senator Wetker. Do you have any children ? 

Mrs. Barker. I do. 

Senator Weiker. What are their ages? 

Mrs. Barker. Eleven, eight and two. 

Senator Weiker. Do they go to school? 

Mrs. Barker. Two of them do. 

Senator Weiker. What school? 

Mrs. Barker. To the school in the district in which we live. 

Senator We_Ker. What district ? 

Mrs. Barker. One twenty-fifth, Manhattan. 

Senator We.LKeEr. Do you take an interest in the welfare of your 
children ? 

Mrs. Barker. I take a great interest in the welfare of my children. 

Senator WreLker. Have you gone to any of the teachers with respect 
to children’s problems in the school ? 

Mrs. Barker. I plead immunity from answering that question of 
the grounds of the fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetxer. If you go and consult with the teacher of one of 
your children, you think that might tend to incriminate you? 

Mrs. Barker. I think that this committee and others like it would 
use any statement that I make to incriminate me and other persons. 

Senator Wetxer. We have heard that so many times. This com- 
mittee or any like it does not want to bother or hinder you at all. 
We are here to get the truth, and if the American people, the mothers 
and fathers of this Nation could hear the outlandish, unreasonable 
testimony you have given today, they would certainly give their com- 
mittee an uplift, I can assure you. 

The Cyarrman. Mr. Counsel, I believe that this article refers to 
the district in which Mrs. Barker lives. That is District 125. 

Mrs. Barker, I want again to ask you the question as to whether or 
not you are a member of the Parent-Teachers Association in Public 
School 125 in New York City ? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse on the grounds of my rights under the fifth 
amendment, to answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like to bring out a few more 
things here. 

This is more serious than it appears because, according to this 
newspaper account: 

The poll watchers were ousted from the schoolhouse at 425 West 123d Street, 
because their meeting permit had expired at midnight. They finished the count 
in the “sitting room” of the station house, but were interrupted twice as police 
hustled prisoners through the room to cells at the rear of the building. 

The woman who pulled the disappearing act was Mrs. Elizabeth Barker, a 
former vice president of the PTA unit. She was charged by Councilman Brown 


with having taught at the Communist-run Jefferson School of Social Sciences, 
and acting as ringleader for the victorious faction. 
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Although reporters sought to interview her all evening, her husband, Guy 
Barker, said he did not know where she was. 

At 10:40 p. m., only 20 minutes before the school polls closed, Mrs. Barker 
dashed in to cast her vote. She hastily retired into the school auditorium for 
a conference with a half dozen of her leaders. Reporters were barred from the 
conference. . 

But the significant thing, Mr. Chairman, is that when the results 
of the election were announced, the faction reportedly led by Mrs. 
Barker here won the election by 183 to 102 votes. 

Were you the leader of that group that organized the Parent- 
Teachers Association in that district, Mrs. Barker ? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse on the rounds of the fifth amendment to 
answer that question. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have an article from the New York 
World-Telegram of Monday, May 18, 1953, by David Snell, staff 
writer, as well as an article from the New York Daily News by Ray 
Connelly, of M: Ly 19, 1953, pages 2 and 6. 

The Cuarrmay. They may all go into the record and become a part 
of our record. 

(The articles referred to follow :) 

[From the New York Daily News, May 19, 1953 
Rep FILTERING INTO PARENTS’ Groups BARED 


(By Ray Connelly) 

Red infiltration of parents’ organizations for the purpose of commiting them to 
support of Communist Party-line resolutions was bared yesterday. 

The disclosure came when Robert B. Blaikie, Democratic leader of the Seventh 
Assembly District ; City Councilman Earl Brown, and four legislators joined in a 
campaign.to recapture a beachhead established by the left wing in the Parents 
Association of Public School 125, at 425 West 123d Street. 


BOSSED BY EX-LECTURER 


The left wing there is bossed by Mrs. Elizabeth Barker, former lecturer at the 
Communist Jefferson School of Social Science, who lives a 435 West 128d Street. 

Under her leadership, the minority Red group in the Parents Association of 
125 members has organized marches on city hall, adopted resolutions calling on 
Congress to get the troops out of Korea, and has ruthlessly shouted down all 
opposition. 


CAPTAINS RALLY MEMBERS 


To offset these tactics, Democratic district captains have been sent throughout 
the district to turn out a full membership vote tomorrow night when the Parents 
Association holds its annual organization meeting at Public School 125. The 
objective of the drive is to kick out the Barker-dominated officers of the associa- 
tion and install a middle-of-the-road slate consisting of Mrs. Lynn Paney, 540 
West 123d Street; Mrs. M. Fane, 91 Morningside Avenue; Mrs. 8S. Carey, 552 
Rivérside Drive, and Mrs. Sylvia Bassoff, 180 Claremont Avenue. 

Backing the drive, besides Blaikie and Brown, are State Senator Julius Archi- 
bald and Assemblymen Daniel Kelly, O. V. Maresca, and James C. Thomas. 

The success of the movement is being watched closely. Blaikie said several 
other schools in Harlem have similar problems and that he has had reports of 
Reds grabbing control of Parents Associations or PTA’s in both Brownsville 
and Queens. 

The situation in Queens is so bad, Blaikie said, that Henry Gorman, of Kew 
Gardens, is planning a call for a countrywide offensive against Reds holding office 
in parents’ groups. Gorman wasn't available to say when the call will be issued. 


BOARD IS POWERLESS 


rhe board of education is powerless to act against the Red infiltrators because 
the lefties have been careful to operate through bona fide parents’ groups. 
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Recognized parents’ groups are entitled by law to use schools for stated meetings 
and for such special meetings on particular problems as come within the scope 
of PTA’s. But the school board has no power to police the actual meetings 
or to prevent Red-support resolutions being offered for a vote. 


[From the New York Post, May 21, 1953] 
HARLEM PTA ELEcTION ASSAILED AS RED PLoT 
By Robert G. Spivack 


’ A group of parents from Harlem’s PS 125 today declared “invalid” a bitterly 
fought PTA election in which an allegedly left-wing faction defeated last-minute 
efforts by Democratic politicians to halt what they called “Communist infiltra- 
tion” of the organization. 

It was expected the objectors would make a formal protest to the United 
Parents Association, which is made up of delegates from ‘each of the city’s PTA 
groups. 

UPA observers charged there were irregularities in the manner of conducting 
the election and said the allegedly left-wing incumbents appeared to be in exclu- 
sive control of the balloting. 


DOUBT ACTION TILL FALL 


If a formal protest is made to the UPA, it is understood the question of the 
election’s validity will be brought before that organization’s delegate assembly 
which is not scheduled to meet again until fall. 

Results of the election were not announced until 1: 20 a. m. at the West 100th 
Street police station house after a stormy evening which featured a disappearing 
act by the woman leader of the victorious group. In the final vote, the incum- 
bent faction, charged with being Communist-controlled, won 183-102 in the bal- 
loting for president of the group. 

The poll watchers were ousted from the schoolhouse at 425 West 123d Street 
because their meeting permit had expired at midnight. They finished the count 
in the “sitting room” of the station house, but were interrupted twice as police 
hustled prisoners through the room to cells at the rear of the building. 

The woman who pulled the disappearing act was Mrs. Elizabeth Barker, a 
former vice president of the PTA unit. She was charged by Councilman Brown 
(Democrat-Liberal-Republican, Manhattan) with having taught at the Commu- 
nist-run Jefferson School of Social Sciences and acting as ringleader for the 
victorious faction. 

Although reporters sought to interview her all evening, her husband, Guy 
Barker, said he did not know where she was. 

At 10:40 p.m., only 20 minutes before the school polls closed, Mrs. Barker 
dashed in to cast her vote. She hastily retired into the school auditorium for 
a conference with a half dozen of her leaders. Reporters were barred from the 
conference. 

When all the others emerged, it was noted that Mrs. Barker remained behind. 
The auditorium was darkened and the door locked but she still did not emerge. 
She remained in hiding for nearly 2 hours. 

Finally at 12:38 a.m. Mrs. Barker left the building with a custodian after she 
thought reporters had gone. When a photographer took a picture, she began 
screaming and sobbing, **This is awful,” she cried. 

A group of friends who had been waiting in a car threw a coat over her head 
and took her into the Barker apartment at 435 West 123d Street, meanwhile 
hurling abuse at the waiting newspapermen. 

Although Mrs. Barker’s role in the evening’s proceedings was to remain a 
mystery, three UPA observers decided the whole vote was a farce in any event. 
They were Mrs. Laura Wells, Mrs. Rose Wyland, and Juan Sanchez. 

Speaking for the group, Mrs. Wells protested the balloting on the ground that 
members of the elections committee were openly electioneering while the vote 
was in progress. She charged the “independents” were denied a voice in setting 
up the election machinery. 

She also objected to the practice of handing facsimile-marked ballots to Puerto 
Rican and other non-English-speaking parents. 

The whole fight started about 2 weeks ago when Brown enlisted the support 
of Robert B. Blaikie, the independent Democratic leader of the Seventh A. D., to 
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oppose what he called the “pro-Communist” group in the PTA. Although they 
have been on opposite sides in Democratic politics, they joined hands in this 
fight. Brown has been close to Tammany leader DeSapio. 

Brown and Blaikie circularized the district by post card and also put on an 
intensive bell-ringing campaign. They said the same group active in the school’s 
PTA was running the American Labor Party and several pro-Communist activi- 
ties in a neighborhood settlement house. 

The charges were seconded by Isidore Bassoff, an attorney, of 2142 Eighth 
Avenue, who is an enrolled member of the Liberal Party. He also protested the 
election results to the UPA and promised court action to invalidate them, if 
necessary. 

The charges were vehemently denied by Mrs. Helene Margolies, a member of 
the elections committee, who refused to give her address. “It’s one simple big 
lie,’ she said. 

The election results declared invalid showed Mrs. Sadie Sadler the winner for 
PTA president over Mrs. Marbell Fane. 

For first vice president, Charles Rivers defeated Lynn Payne, 180-100. For 
second vice president, Mrs. Mae Hoshino defeated Mrs. Sara Cary, 175-104. Mrs. 
Rose Brazier drew 173 votes for treasurer to 107 for Mrs. Sylvia Bassoff. 

Fourteen other posts were uncontested. 


{From the New York World-Telegram and Sun, May 18, 1953] 
Rep PLAN For PTA Cour BArep—COoOUNTERFIGHT ON 
PARENTS WARNED OF SNEAK PLAY 
By David Snell, Staff Writer 


An old-fashioned Tammany-style campaign of doorbell ringing was in process 
today in an effort to prevent Communists from seizing control of a neighborhood 
parent-teacher association. 

The campaign is being waged by a number of political figures and the anti- 
Tammany Democratic organization of Robert B. Blaikie. It is directed against a 
Communist minority in the PTA of Public School 125, 425 West 123d Street, in 
Harlem. 

STEAMROLLER TACTICS 


The use of campaign artillery of a major political organization in an internal 
fight of the PTA is believed to be without precedent. 

The parents’ group will meet at 8 Wednesday night to choose new officers. 
The Democratic campaign was ordered after it was learned that Communists 
had planned to take advantage of the inertia of a non-Communist majority to 
capture the PTA chapter by steamroller tactics. 

Learning of the pending sleeper punch, the Blaikie organization has assigned 
its captains to get out the vote. The captains are visiting the homes of parents 
in the area, urging them to attend the meeting and support an anti-Communist 
slate of candidates. 

The campaign was organized hastily by City Councilman Earl Brown after it 
was discovered that Communists have been lining up support for several weeks 
with the objective of transforming the chapter into a Red front. 


PARENTS WARNED 


Councilman Brown is an old hand at fighting communism. His bailiwick has 
been called the strongest Communist political area in the United States. He won 
his council seat 3 years ago by defeating the then incumbent Benjamin J. Davis, a 
member of the Communist Party’s national committee. Davis is serving a term 
in Federal prison on his conviction before Judge Harold R. Medina for conspiring 
to teach and advocate violent revolution. 

Until Mr. Brown stepped into non-Communist parents of the PTA fight, a Red 
victory was virtually a foregone conclusion. He enlisted the aid of the Blaikie 
sroup and other Democratic organizations in the area to warn danger. 

Agitating about specific local issues that seemingly have nothing to do with 
communism, the leftwing elements built a substantial, though innocent, following. 
They prattled about everything from rent control (even though they have tried 
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to block low-cost housing developments in the area) to the need for additional 
traffic lights. 

They carefully avoided disclosing their political hue or revealing their real 
purpose of utilizing the prestige of the PTA for Moscow-inspired causes. 

The leftwing group is masterminded by the highly articulate Mrs. Elizabeth 
Jarker of 435 West 123d Street, who long has supported Communist efforts in 
the area. She and her husband, Guy Barker, are members of the PTA, 

Mrs. Barker once taught classes in Marxist theory at the Communist Jefferson 
School of Social Science, American counterpart of the Lenin school of revolution 
in Moscow. 


CALLED ALARMING 


Reached by telephone today, Councilman Brown described the situation as 
“alarming.” 

He said Mrs. Barker’s cohorts are solidly entrenched and will capture the 
organization if the non-Communist majority fail to attend the meeting. 

He said it has been learned that Communists have paid the PTA dues of 
some parents. 

Mr. Blaikie said the situation points up the need for citizens to take more 
active interest in the affairs of their organizations and their government. 

“It’s always a lack of public interest that enables Communists to do their 
work,” he said. “They work toward their goals 24 hours a day. We've got 
to match their efforts—and surpass them. It’s time to scotch the snake.” 


POSTCARD DRIVE 


The Democratic group also has sent posteards to parents, urging their attend- 
ance at Wednesday’s meeting and support of the anti-Communist candidates. 
These are Mrs, Lynn Payne, 540 West 123d Street; Mrs. M. Fane, 91 Morningside 
Avenue; Mrs. 8S. Carey, 552 Riverside Drive, and Mrs. Sylvia Bassoff, 180 
Claremont Avenue. 

The cards are signed by Mr. Blaikie, Councilman Brown, State Senator Julius 
A, Archibald and Assemblymen Daniel M. Kelly, Orest V. Maresca, and James 
C. Thomas. 

“It is imperative,” the cards state, “that you safeguard the welfare of your 
children and the educational program of the city of New York * * *, Please 
be sure your dues are paid, making you eligible to vote.” 


Mr. Morris. I want to read from the Ray Connelly article: 


Red infiltration of parents’ organizations for the purpose of committing them 
to support of Communist party-line resolutions were bared yesterday. 

The disclosure came when Robert B. Blaikie, Democratic leader of the seventh 
A. D.; City Councilman Earl Brown, and four legislators joined in a campaign 
to recapture a beachhead established by the leftwing in a parents’ association 
of Public School 125, at 425 West 123d Street. 

The leftwing there is bossed by Mrs. Elizabeth Barker, former lecturer at the 
Communist Jefferson School of Social Science, who lives at 485 West 123d Street. 

Now, Mrs. Barker, I would like to ask you what is your education 
qualification to become a lecturer at the Communist Jefferson School ? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse. 

The Cuarrman. What are your educational qualifications? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse, under the grounds of the fifth amendment, 
to answer that question. 

The Cuarrman. Were you graduated from high school ? 

Mrs. Barxer. Yes. 

The CuarrMan. Were you graduated from college ? 

Mrs. Barker. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. What college did you attend ? 

Mrs. Barker. Stanford University in California, 

The Cuarrman. When did you graduate? 

Mrs. Barker. In 1933. 
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Mr. Morris. Reading further: 


Under her leadership, the minority Red group in the Parents Associatidn of 
125 members has organized marches on City Hall— 


did you ever lead a march on the city hall? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Mr. Morris (reading) : 


adopted resolutions calling on Congress to get the troops out of Korea and has 
ruthlessly shouted down all opposition. 

To offset these tactics, Democratic district captains have been sent throughout 
the district to turn out a full membership vote tomorrow night when the Parents 
Association holds its annual organization meeting at Public School 125, The 
objective of the drive is to kick out the Barker-dominated officers of the associa- 
tion and install a middle-of-the-road slate, consisting of Mrs. Lynn Paney, 540 
West 128d Street: Mrs. M. Fane, 91 Morningside Avenue; Mrs. 8S. Carey, 552 
Riverside Drive; and Mrs. Sylvia Basoff, 180 Claremont Avenue. 

Backing the drive, besides Blaikie and Brown, are State Senator Julius Archi- 
bald and Assemblymen Daniel Kelly, O. V. Maresca, and James C. Thomas. 

The success of the movement is being watched closely. Blaikie said several 
other schools in Harlem have similar problems, and that he has had reports of 
Reds grabbing control of parents associations of PTA’s in both Brownsville and 
Queens. 

The situation in Queens is so bad, Blaikie said, that Henry Gorman, of Kew 
Gardens, is planning a call for a countrywide offensive against Reds holding 
office in parents’ groups. Gorman wasn’t available to say when the call will be 
issued, 

The board of education is powerless to act against the Red infiltrators, because 
the lefties have been careful to operate through bona fide parents’ groups. 

Senator Wetker. May I have a question, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuarrMan. Senator Welker. 

Senator We_ker. Where were you on the evening of May 21, 1953? 

Mrs. Barker. I refuse to answer that question on the grounds of the 
fifth amendment. 

Senator Wetker. Would you refuse to tell the committee whether 
or not you were home with your children on that evening ? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Senator WeL_ker. Same answer. Was your pacers taken by any 
news photographers on the evening of May 21, 1953? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Did you make an outcry when a picture was taken 
of you on the eraming of May 21, 1953, by a news photographer, that 

“This is horrible” 

Mrs. BarKER. ee answer, sir. 

Senator We.ker. Did you attend an election of the Parent-Teachers 
Association in the District heretofore referred to by the chairman and 
counsel, on the evening of May 21, 1953? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer. 

Senator Weiker. And in answering that, I trust you will refuse to 
answer whether or not you hid in the auditorium until after all the 
people at the election had been taken from the building ? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Senator WeLker. You do not care to tell us at all about any of your 
activity on the night of May 21, 1953? 


Mrs. Barker. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment, 


Senator Wetker. Did you see your husband that evening? 
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Mrs. Barker. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Have you ever met Alexander Trachtenberg, who is 
generally recognized as the educational commissar of the Communist 
Party? 

Mrs. Barger. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment. 

Senator Werxer. Did you ever meet Mrs. Helene Margolies? 

Mrs. Barker. I decline to answer on the grounds of the fifth amend- 
ment, 

Senator Wetxker. Do you know Mrs. Margolies? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Senator WeLker. Did you know any members of the election com- 
mittee who counted the ballots on the election to be held in the district 
heretofore referred to you, on the evening of May 21, 1953? 

Mrs. Barker. Same answer, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Do you know a lady by the name of Sadie Sadler ? 

Mrs. Barker. I decline to answer, sir, on the grounds of the fifth 
amendment. 


Mr. Morris. I have no further questions of this witness. 
Is Mr. Kamin in the room ? 


As you recall, Mr. Chairman, and the record will speak for itself 
on this, Mr. Kamin was a witness in the committee hearings in Boston. 

Mr. Kamin was asked if he was a member of the Communist Party 
the day before he retained Mr. Allen as counsel, and he invoked the 
privilege against self-incrimination, on that particular question. 

When asked whether he was presently a member of the Communist 
Party, which was a matter of a few days later, he denied Communist 
Party membership. 

er Mr. Kamin wrote to the committee through his attorney, 
Oliver S. Allen, on April 9, and, Mr. Chairman, I would like to put 
into the record at this time an exchange of correspondence between the 
chairman of the committee and the witness, Mr. Leon J. Kamin, 
through his attorney, Mr. Oliver S. Allen. 


Hon. WILLIAM E. JENNER, 


Chairman, Subcommittee To Investigate the Administration of the Internal 
Security Act, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Str: Leon J. Kamin, of Cambridge, Mass., a witness before your sub- 
committee on March 26, 1953, and whom I represented as counsel, desires to 
amend the testimony given by him.in the public hearing on that date, as follows: 

(1) To the question: “Now, Mr. Kamin, in your capacity as a fellow, teacher 
fellow at Harvard, have you made any effort to recruit your students into the 
Young Communist League or into the Communist Party?” he desires to reply 
“NO,” 

(2) To the question: “Have you attended secret meetings of the Communist 
Party in conjunction with or in attendance with members of the faculty of Har- 
vard University?” he desires to reply “No.” 

(3) To the question: “Since yesterday have you effected a tactical resignation 
from the Communist Party?” he desires to reply “No.” 


On April 11, the day you received that letter, Mr. Chairman, you 
replied to Mr. Allen: 
I have your letter of April 9, and it has been referred to counsel to see what 


can be done about a change of testimony. 
Sincerely yours, 


WiLtrAM E. JENNER, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee. 
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On May 19, as chairman of the subcommittee, you wrote to Mr. 


Allen: 


In connection with your request of April 9 to have Mr. Kamin be given the 
opportunity to amend his testimony, this matter has been taken up with the sub- 
committee, and Thursday, June 4 has been set for the date for him to appear at 
10 a. m., room 424—-C, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 


Today is the day, Mr. Chairman, and Mr. Kamin apparently is not 
here. 

I would like to submit this possibility, Mr. Chairman: 

As you know, from time to time when people have appeared before 
this committee, and have been asked about membership in the Com- 
munist Party, in the face of evidence they have before this committee 
invoked their privilege against self-incrimination. When they return 
to their universities, however, they deny Communist participation. 
That has been the practice of Communists’before this committee. 

I would like to submit, Mr. Chairman, that this may be a device 
used by Mr. Kamin, and he may have used that letter offering to change 
his testimony before our committee to place before the Harvard 
authorities, yet, when given this opportunity to change his testimony, 
he has not appeared here. 

The Cuarrman, Allright. The record will speak for itself. 

Senator Weiker. May I suggest that the letters now being sub- 
mitted into the record are not under oath. They are written by 
the witness’ attorney, and are, as far as any materiality is concerned, 
merely surplus. 

The CuatmrMan. The record will speak for itself to show what they 
really are. 

They may be put into the record and become part of the record. 

(The letters referred to were read in full by Mr. Morris, chief 
counsel of the subcommittee. ) 

Mr. Morris. In connection with the Boston hearing, there was a 
man named Richard L. Edsall, who was a vice president of a large ad- 
vertising firm in Boston. 

Mr. Philbrick, when testifying, testified concerning him as an 
important member of the pro-4 group in Boston. 

Because of his standing, the committee did not have an opportunity 
to have him appear before the committee in Boston. 

Since that hearing held in Boston on May 8, we have been endeavor- 
ing to reach Mr. Richard L. Edsall. 

On May 26, 1953, a week ago, we sent a letter to an address in 
Montreal, Quebec, where he is ‘supposed to have been residing. 

That letter has not been returned, and we have not heard from 
Mr. Edsall. 

The letter reads: 

Dear Mr. Epsatt: Your name has turned up in testimony be. ore the Internal 
Security Subcommittee of the United States Senate Committee on the Judiciary. 
This testimony was taken in executive session and we have withheld publica- 
tion of this pending your having an opportunity to give testimony. 

We have set Thursday, June 4, 1958, as the day when this may be released. 
Accordingly, we are asking you if you will appear at 9:30 a. m. on that day, 
in room 424-C, Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. In the event that 
you do not avail yourself of this opportunity, public disclosure will be made of 
the evidence. 

Sincerely yours, 


WILLIAM E. JENNER, 
Chairman, Internal Security Subcommittee, 
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Neither of those witnesses could be now in room 424-C, They have 
instructions to send all witnesses down. 

I have one more witness for this morning, Mr. Chairman, who is 
probably going to appear in open session, but his lawyer has asked, 
because of a very urgent situation, that he be heard this afternoon. 
May we hold that heari ing this afternoon ? 

The Cuatrman, Yes. We will arrange some time this afternoon 
for a hearing, to hear him. 

Mr. Morris. Suppose we have executive session at 2 o’clock and open 
session at 2: 15 in this room ¢ 

The CHairMan. That will be satisfactory. We have been informed 
that the witnesses are not in 424—-C. 

We will stand adjourned at this time. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m. the committee recessed, to reconvene 
in open session at 2:15 p. m. of the same day.) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 4, 1953 


Unitrep States SENATE, 
SUBCOMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE ADMINISTRATION 
OF THE INTERNAL Security Acr AND Oruer INTERNAL 
Security Laws or tHE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, 
Washington, D.C. 


The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 2:53 o’clock p. m., in 


the caucus room, Senate Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner 
(chairman of the subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee) and 
Welker. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel; and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The Citarman. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. Morris. Will you stand to be sworn ? 

The Cuarrman. Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you give 
before the committee will be the truth, the whole truth and nothing 
but the truth, so help you God ? 

Mr. Trinxnavs. I do. 


TESTIMONY OF CHARLES TRINKHAUS, BROOKLYN, N. Y., ACCOM- 
PANIED BY HIS ATTORNEY, R. LAWRENCE SIEGEL, NEW YORK, 
u. Y. 


The Cuamman. Will you state your name to the committee ? 

Mr. Trrnxuavs. Charles Trinkhaus. 

The CuatrMan. Where do you reside ? 

Mr. Trinxnavs. 30 Schermerhorn Street, Brooklyn. 

The CuarrMan. What is your business or profession ? 

Mr. Trrnxuavus. Teacher. 

The Cuarrman. Where do you teach? 

Mr. TrinxnaAus. Sarah Lawrence College. 

The CuarrmMan. Proceed with the questioning of the witness, Mr. 
Morris. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach at Sarah Lawrence College ? 

Mr. Trinxnavs. I teach history. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you taught there ? 

Mr. TrrnknAvs. Seventeen years. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Trinkhaus, have you been a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Trinknavus. May I consult counsel ? 

The Cuarrman. You may. 
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(Witness consults with counsel. ) 

Mr. Trinxuaus. I am not a member ef the Communist Party. 

The Cuamman. That was not the question. Answer the question. 

Read the question, Mr. Reporter. 

(The record was read by the reporter.) 

Mr. Trinxuaus. I decline to answer that on the grounds that it 
might tend to incriminate me. 

The Cuairman. You mean an honest answer to that question might 
tend to incriminate you ¢ 

Mr. Trinknaus. I decline to answer, on the same grounds. 

The Cuarrman. Proceed, Mr. Morris. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I would like the record to show that 
this man came in this morning with an attorney and indicated to us 
he was in something of great distress; he was very much troubled 
about his testimony. He was asked certain questions in executive 
session, and answered some of them and invoked the fifth amendment 
on others. 

At the request of his counsel, we offered to give him until June 18 to 
return and come back and testify. Counsel did not think that much 
time would be necessary and thought that if we had the session this 
afternoon the problem might be solved. 

We had an executive session here this afternoon. When asked the 
question: “Have you been a member of the Communist Party?” the 
witness invoked his privilege under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Siegel, do you have anything to say ? 

Mr. Sircex. I would like to say this, if 1 may: I indicated this morn- 
ing and I have subsequently indicated, that I think if we had sufficient 
time—I am not saying that the committee has not tried to give us 
time—but I say if we had sufficient time to review the facts with the 
witness I think a useful purpose might be served. 

The Cramman. This morning | offered you until June 18. You 
indicated to us you would not need that much time, you would rather 
come back this afternoon. 

Again, will June 18 be satisfactory? Will that be sufficient time? 

Mr. Stece.. If the Senator feels 

The Cuatrman. It is not what the Senator feels. You said if you 
had some time. How much time do you need? Is the 18th of June a 
reasonable time ? 

Mr. Srecen. If you will let us have until June 18, or a week from 
today, I will appreciate it, and I think we will have adequate time to 
confer and review all the facts. 

The Cuarman. We will again grant you that courtesy, and you 
are excused, 

Mr. Stecet. Thank you very much. 

(Whereupon, at 3 p. m., the committee proceeded into executive 
session. ) 
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THURSDAY, JUNE 4, 1953 


Untrep States SENATE. 

The subcommittee met at 3:05 p. m. in the caucus room, Senate 
Office Building, Senator William E. Jenner (chairman of the sub- 
committee) presiding. 

Present: Senators Jenner (chairman of the subcommittee) and 
Welker, and Johnston. 

Also present: Robert Morris, subcommittee counsel, and Benjamin 
Mandel, director of research. 

The CHatrMan. The committee will come to order. 

Mr. King, will you be sworn ? 

Do you solemnly swear that the testimony you give before the com- 
mittee will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 
so help you God ? 


Mr. Kina. Ido. 


TESTIMONY OF HAROLD KING, NEW YORK, N. Y., ACCOMPANIED BY 
HIS ATTORNEY, DAVID REIN, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


The Cuatrman. Will you state your name to the committee ? 

Mr. Kine. Harold King. 

The CuarmMan. Where do you reside, Mr. King ? 

Mr. Kina. 625 East 14th Street, New York City. 

The Cuarrman. What is your business or profession? 

Mr. Kine. Iam a teacher. 

The CuarrmMan. Where do you teach? 

Mr. Kina. At Straubenmuller Textile High School. 

The CuHarrMan. Where is that located? 

Mr. Kina. 18th Street between Eighth and Ninth Avenues, in New 
York City. 

The CuarrmMan. Let the record show that the witness is before this 
committee with his counsel, Mr. Rein, 711 14th Street NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 

Mr. Morris, you may proceed with the questioning of the witness. 

Mr. Morris. From what college do you have your degree ? 

fr. Kine. New York University. 

Mr. Morris. In what year? What year did you graduate from 
New York University ? 

Mr. Kine. In approximately 1928. I am not sure of the date. 

Mr. Morris. What other degrees do you have, other than your 
bachelor’s degree ? 
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Mr. Kine. That was a bachelor of commercial science. I also have 
a bachelor of science in education and I have an M. A., that is a master 
of arts degree. 

Mr. Morris. What university did you get that from? 

Mr. Kine. Also from New York University. 

Mr. Morris. Those are all the degrees you hold? 

Mr. Kine, That is right. 

Mr. Morris. How long have you been teac hing, Mr. King? 

Mr. Kine. I received my license to teach in the New York City 
schools in 1936. Formerly I taught for 6 years as a substitute teacher. 
So I have been teaching since 1930, 

Mr. Morris. Where did you do your substitute teaching? 

Mr. Krne. In several high schools. One was New Utrecht High 
School. 

Mr. Morrts. What did you teach there? 

Mr. King. Accounting and business practice. 

Mr. Morris. What do you teach now ? 

Mr. Kine. Accounting and business practice. 

Mr. Morris. Now, you have been active in the Teachers’ Union, have 
you not, Mr. King? 

Mr. Krxe. I don’t know what you would call active, how much ac- 
tivity you would call active. I am a member of the Teachers’ Union. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been on the educational policy committee of 
the Teachers’ Union ? 

Mr. Kine. I have been a member of the educational policy com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Morris. What other positions have you held beyond that? 

Mr. Kine. That is the only position I have held there. 

Mr. Morris. Now, Mr. King, have you been a member of the Com- 
munist Party? 

Mr. Kina. In declining to answer that I would like to give my 
reasons, if I may. 

I have been reading in the press about meetings of religious confer- 
ences and outst: nding Americans have stated that the climate of civil 
liberties in America is to be decried. 

I only know one way in which this can be rectified, and that is by 
defending the Bill of Rights. I think the way to defend the Bill of 
Rights is to use the Bill “of Rights. I would like to use the Bill of 
Rights today, the amendment ‘which guar antees freedom of speech, 
freedom of association, freedom of ideas; then the other amendment 
which guarantees that no man can have ‘his testimony used against 
him. 

The CuatmrMan. This committee, of course, recognizes your right 
to refuse to answer under the fifth amendment. But, as far as the 
other rights that you decline to answer on, this committee does not 
ieaieiias 

Mr. King. That I understand. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. King, are you presently a member of the Com- 
munist Party ? 

Mr. Kine. I decline to answer that for the reasons given before. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. King, have you been active in an organization 
called the Catholic Committee for Human Rights? 

Mr. King. I was a member of that committee. 
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Mr. Morris. Were you a member of the Communist Party when 
you were a member of that committee ? 

Mr. Kine. I decline to answer that question for the reasons given 
before. 

Mr. Morris. Do you know a man named Thomas Davin, D-a-v-i-n ? 

Mr. Kine. I decline to answer that question for the reasons given. 

Mr. Morris. Has Thomas Davin attended Communist meetings at 
your home, Mr. King? 

Mr. Kina. I decline to answer that question for the reasons given 
before. 

Mr. Morris. Have you been assigned to do so-called Catholic work, 
within the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kina. I decline to answer that question, for the reasons given 
before. 

Senator Weixker. Because of what you have read out of the news- 
papers from these learned educators and civil-liberties people, is that 
correct ? 

Mr. Kina. Yes, sir; I have read about what is happening in Amer- 
ica. I have seen among my own teachers, friends, how fearful they 
are, college people in N YU. professors in the classes, how fearful they 
are of speaking up on issues today. 

Senator WeLker. Do you suppose it would make you alarmed and 
afraid to come in here and tell the committee the truth, “No; I have 
never been a Communist all my life?” Would that frighten you? 

Mr. Kine. What frightens me, Senator, is the condition in the coun- 
try today, the Unitarian Assembly just recognized yesterday in the 
press, as frightening to them, and I agree with them thoroughly. I 
would like to uphold as much as I can this freedom of the American 
people. 

Senator WELKER. Do you have any suggestions you might offer as 
to how this committee might ascertain whether a man is a Commu- 
nist? Do you suppose we should whisper to you or send a special- 
delivery letter? Would you answer that, as to whether you have been 
a Communist? I want to be as fair with you as anyone can. I have 
had a little experience in criminal law. 

Do not come in here giving me a big long sob story telling me how 
sorry you feel about civil liberties, because I think if you want to 
answer this question honorably, you could do so and go from this 
room a very happy man. 

Mr. Kina. Senator, all I know is that there are many, if not hun- 
dreds of teachers, who are losing their jobs, teachers of 20, 30 years 
of experience, teachers who are outstanding, teachers who even mem- 
bers of the board of education have come out and said were the best 
teachers my child ever had. These people are losing their jobs today. 

Senator Wetxer. Have you ever seen a non-Communist teacher 
lose his job as a result of telling the truth before a congressional com- 
mittee? Name me one, will yeu? 

The Cuatrman. Answer the Senator’s question. Name one. 

Mr. Kine. I don’t know whether the people who have lost their 
jobs appeared 





The CuarrMan. You stated you knew good teachers who have lost 
their jobs. Answer the Senator’s question. Name one. 
Mr, Kine. Name a teacher who has lost his job? 
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Senator WeLker. Name one who is not a Communist, and who lost 
his job. 

Mr. Kine. I don’t know whether they are Communists or not, 

Senator Wriker. You did not ascertain whether they were? 

Mr. Kine. I have not the powers to ascertain those questions. I 
know these people are good teachers, and the Board of Education 
claims them to be. 

The Cuairman. Did youever attend Communist meetings and learn 
of teachers that lost their jobs by appearing before this committee 
and refusing to answer that question, under the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Kine. I would have to decline to answer that. 

Mr. Morris. We have testimony in executive session that the wit- 
ness before us has been a member of the Communist Party and has 
attended Communist meetings of the Communist Party. We have 
that testimony in executive session. We have testimony that Com- 
munist meetings were held at his home. We have the address and 
everything else for the public record. We have further evidence that 
Thomas Davin, who testified on Tuesday, attended Communist meet- 
ings at his home. 

Senator Jounsron. If a student were to ask you the question, “Are 
you a Communist?” what would you tell that student? How would 
you answer that pupil in your class? 

Mr. Kine. I am trying to think of the answer, because I have never 
been asked that by a student, sir. That is a question that a student 
would rarely, if ever, ask. They would not ask that. 

Senator Jounsron. You go back to the classroom now and they 
will probably ask you that question. 

Mr. Kine. I have never had that asked of me. If I did, I think I 
would have a discussion about civil liberties. 

The Crairman. Would you tell that student that communism is 
dedicated to the overthrow of his country? You know that commu- 
nism is a conspiracy to overthrow the Government of this country by 
force and violence. You know that as a teacher, do you not? 

Mr. Kine. That is a long, complicated question. 

The Cuamman, I will make it very simple for you. 

Mr. Kine. I have read the decisions of the Attorney General, if 
that is what you mean, sir. I presume I have read some of the back- 
ground from which you make that statement. That is what I know. 

The Cratrman. If a student would ask you: “What is the pur- 
pose of the C emia Party?” what would you answer? 

Mr. Kina. I will tell you what I would answer, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is what I want to know. 

Mr. Kine. Iam a teacher of commercial education, and I would tell 
him that that is not my role, to discuss that subject, which is social 
science; he should go to a social science teacher and discuss that with 
him because I have no right, the instruction of our board of education 
is that teachers of other subjects have no right to discuss political ques- 
tions with the children. 

The Crarmman. Have you ever discussed political questions with 
the children ? 

Mr. Kine. I have not. 

The Cuarrman. Have you ever had any students in your home? 

Mr. King. I have never had. 
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Mr. Morris. Have you ever recruited students in the Young Com- 
munists League ? 


Mr. Kina. I have never recruited students in the Young Commu- 
nists League. 

Mr. Morris. That is an unqualified answer? 

Mr. Kine. Unqualified. 

Senator Weiker. Did you ever attempt to recruit one? 

Mr. Kina. Never attempted to recruit one. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. King, were you introduced at a dinner held 
the Civil Rights Congress in honor of William Patterson, at 111 Sec. - 
ond Avenue, New York, on May 15, 1951? 

Mr. Kine. Not to my knowledge and belief. 

Mr. Morris. Or at any time? 

Mr. Kine. At any time. 

Mr. Morris. Were you active in the Civil Rights Congress? 

Mr. Kina., I was not active in the Civil Rights Congress. 

Senator Jounsron. But at this time you refuse to answer the ques- 
tion, because you believe in the things that the Civil Rights League 
believes in; is that not right? 

Mr. Kine. I do not know what you have in mind, what the Civil 
Rights League believes in, sir. ‘To my knowledge I have not been a 
member of the Civil Rights League. 

Senator Jounsron. The Civil Rights Congress. 

Mr. Kine. Congress. 

Mr. Morris. What Army service did you have, Mr. King 

Mr. Krna. I was for 4 years in the United States Army. 

Mr. Morrts. Were you in the Army Air Force ? 

Mr. Krna. In the Army Air Foree. 

Mr. Morris. Were you a first lieutenant on The Adjutant General’s 
staff. 

Mr. Kine. First lieutenant. 

Mr. Morris. Where was that ? 

Mr. Kina. In the Pentagon Building. 

Mr. Morris. What were your duties ? 

Mr. Kine. I was in the Casualties Assistance Branch. We wrote 
letters to the families of the deceased, explaining some of the back- 
ground of how their sons were deceased. 

Mr. Morris. Was that your only duty in the service? 

Mr. Kina. That was my duty. Also, I was a personnel staff officer. 

The Cuatrrman. Were you a member of the Communist Party dur- 
ing the 4 years you were on The Adjutant General’s staff? 

Mr. Kina. I-decline to answer that for the reasons that I gave 
before. 

Senator Weixer. Have you ever been asked by anyone other than 
this committee whether or not you are nor or have ever been a mem- 
a member of the Communist Party ? 

Mr. Kina. I have never, sir. 

Senator Weiker. Had you been asked, would your answer be the 
same as your answer to this committee ? 

Mr. Kina. I decline to answer that for the reasons given before, sir. 

The Cuarmman. I want the record to show at this time that this 
witness is the 75th witness who has either been a teacher in a high 
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school, public school, or college professor who has been before this 
committee and invoked the fifth amendment, refused to testify under 
their constitutional right under the fifth amendment. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, I have one other question. 

Did you know a man named Emanuel Chapman ¢ 

Mr. Kine. I did know Emanuel Chapman. 

Mr. Morris. You say you did know him? Did you.say you did 
know Thomas Davin? 

Mr. Kina. I decline to answer, for the reasons given before. 

Senator Jounsron. When were you subpenaed to come before this 
committee ¢ 

Mr. Kine. I was subpenaed—today is Thursday—Tuesday at about 
3:30, or a quarter of 4, sir. 

Senator Jonnsron. When were you first advised to take advantage 
of the fifth amendment ? 

Mr. Kine. I don’t understand that question. 

Senator Jounsron. When were you advised to not answer the 
questions, and take advantage of the fifth amendment and hide 
hehind it? 

Mr. Kina. Sir; I have been reading the testimony of other wit- 
nesses. I have followed.this committee and other committees. So I 
think I knew about the use of the fifth amendment for quite a while. 

Senator Jonunston. So you had been keeping up with the hearings 
then? 

Mr. Kine. I read it in the New York Times. 

Senator Jonunston. You were interested in the hearings because 
you thought maybe you might be called? Was that not the reason? 

Mr. Kine. I don’t know if that is the reason, sir. I am in general 
interested in civil liberties. 

Senator Jounsron. You are also interested in America; are you 
not ¢ ; 

Mr. Kine. I beg your pardon? 

Senator Jounsron. You are interested in America, in the United 
States. 

Mr. Kine. I am, very much. 

Senator Jounsron. Are you interested in the United States more 
than you are in Russia? 

Mr. Kine. I am, sir. 

Senator Jonnsron. Why can you not answer the question, then, 
that you are an American and do not want to become a Communist ? 
Why can you not answer that question ? 

Mr. Kina. I have tried to answer the questions that are factual 
questions, concerning things that I feel that I, as an American, should 
answer, under the Constitution, but on those matters of opinions or 
political association, the Constitution gives the private citizens certain 
rights. I feel, along with the members of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, with Senator Lehman, with the Conference of the 
Presbyterian Church, Conference of the Unitarian Church, that unless 
people stand up against this constant badgering of American citizens, 
who have done no wrong—if I have done wrong, I will be very glad 
to stand up and say so—but who have done no wrong, that I have 
to take that position for that reason. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you as a teacher realize now that at the 
present time we have a fight on in the world between two ideologies ? 
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Do you now know that—communism and those against communism ? 
Is that not true? 

Mr. Kina. There are many people who formulate it in that way; 
yes, sir. 

Senator Jounsron. Do you not formulate it in that way? 

Mr. Kine. That is one formulation. There are many formulations 
to make, between good and evil there are fights. There are many 
conflicting ideologies in America. That is one, that is true—that is 
one important one, and you happen to mention it. 

Senator Jonnsron. You are not willing to take your stand in that 
fight and tell us here today 

Mr. Kina. I would like to say here, Senator, that I have taken a 
stand for Americanism. I was in the Army for 4 years. I have 
taught for some 23 years, and I have been above reproach. I haven't 
had any criticism of my teaching. 

Since you have brought up the Committee of Catholics, I might 
mention that I joined this committee and gave them my ‘time and 
effort without any pay, because I thought they were countering 
un-Americanism. 

In the New York City streets we used to have bands of hoodlums, 
and I am sorry to say many were Catholics, bands of hoodlums, and 
many of them were running around attacking Jewish citizens. 

A few Catholics thought we had to do something about this, and 
I joined this committee and gave them whatever time I could. 

All my life I have wor ked for Americanism. I have worked in 
community work. I have given up my time. Before I entered the 
Army I did work in the community to get volunteers for fire and 
police brigades, and all the volunteer services. I organized the pa- 
rades. In CDVO I was an official in the local CDVO. 

L want to say I feel I don’t think my Americanism should be con- 
sidered second to anybody else’s. This is the first time it has ever 
been impugned. I want to say that, sir. 

Senator Jonnsron. Do you think it would not help the cause of 
Americanism if you would make a statement “I am not a Communist” ? 

Mr. Kine. I think, sir, it will help the cause of Americanism today 
if our civil liberties are advanced. 

All over the world they look to us—I was talking to people that 
came back from Europe, and these people tell me that the Europeans 
look to us as a fear-ridden people. If we had less fear in us, if we 
were more assertive of our rights here, I think they would look to us 
for the old-fashioned type of Americanism, which you and I were 
taught in American schools. 

Senator Jounsron. When were you in Russia? 

Mr. Kina. I was in Russia in 1936, 

Senator Jounston. That is the way they were talking over there 
about America ¢ 

Mr. Kina. I did not hear that over there, sir. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. King, when you mentioned you were active in the 

Catholic Committee for Human’ Rights, were you then a member of a 
cell in the Communist Party, the purpose of which was to influence 
Catholic organizations ? 

Mr. Kiva. I decline to answer that question on the basis I have given 
you before. 

Mr. Morris. Mr. Chairman, we have testimony to that effect. 
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Senator Weiker. You told the committee that you have always 
taken a stand for America. 

Did you ever take a stand for communism at any time in your life? 

Mr. Kine. I can’t recall that I did. 

Senator Wetker. You say that you have done no wrong? 

Mr. Kine. I don’t recall any wrong I have ever done. 

Senator Weiker. You say that your civil liberties and your free- 
dom have been interfered with by this committee. 

Now, were you not treated pretty fairly a moment ago when you 
were given a chance in private to tell this committee the truth under 
oath ¢ 

You say that this committee badgers witnesses. It seems to me we 
were not badgering you. 

Mr. Kine. It is not a question of badgering me. It is a question of 
asking questions concerning the rights which, as I have explained to 
you, I feel are personal rights, guar ‘antee -d by the Constitution. 

The Cuarrman. This committee is not concerned with your political 
beliefs. We do not care about that at all. But what we would like 
to know is whether or not you are a member of the Communist Party, 
and belong to a cell that is supposed to infiltrate into the Catholic 
Church. That is what we are interested in. We do not care about 
your political beliefs. We do not care about what you teach, or how 
you teach, but we know, as you know, that communism is dedicated to 
the overthrow of this country by force and violence. We know, as 
you know, that boys are dying this afternoon, fighting this thing— 
communism. 

As a man in the public school system, this committee is certainly 
entitled to inquire of you as to whether or not you are a member of an 
organized conspiracy to overthrow this country by force and violence. 

That is what we are interested in, and you decline to answer that 
question. 

Senator Werker. I might say to you that Iam ashamed of you. If 
I had my little daughter going to your school, I would come over 
there and I would find out whether or not you were a Communist, and 
you would not be badgered and you would not give me a great long 
speech about civil liberties. 

That is the thinking of the American people who are sending their 
boys out to fight this deadly enemy. Iam ashamed of you. 

I think you should reconsider, and tell this committee whether o1 
not you have ever been a Communist. 

If you have, why, of course, as the chairman just related, he is not 
interested in that, but we would admire you a lot more. 

The Cuarrman. I think the committee is pretty well informed of 
what this gentleman is. 

We stand adjourned. 

(Whereupon, at 3:30 p. m., the committee recessed, subject to the 
call of the Chair.) 
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